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4 Gensral Military Court appointed by so much of 
peragraph 24, Special Orders No, 90, Headquarters Third 
United States Army dated 9 Apri] 1946, as amended by 
corrected copy, Special Ordere No, 117, Headquarters Thira 


United States Army dated 10 May 1946, APO 403, met at Dachau, 


Germany, on the 16th day of May 1946, 1000 hours, as directed 


by the President thereof. 

The Court proceeded in open Court +o the trial of 
Valentin Bersin, Friedel Bode, Marcel Boltz, Willi Bra > 
Kurt Brieronetsiar, Wi214 Yon Chamter, Friedrich Christ, 
Roman Clotten, Manfred Coblenz, Josef Diefenthal, Josef (Sepp) 
Dietrich, Fritz Eckmann, Arndt Fischer, Georg Fleps, Eeing 
Briedrichs, Fritz Gebeuer, Heinz Gerhard Goedicke, Ernst 
Goldschmidt, Hans Gruhle, Helmut Haas, Max Hammerer, Armin 
Hecht, Willi Heinz Hendel, Hans Hennecke, Hmil Eergeth, Hans 
Billig, Heinz Hofmann, Joachim Hofmann, Hubert Huber, Siegfried 
Jaekel, Benoni Junker, Fricdel Kies, Gustav Knittel, Georg 


Kotzur, Fri er, Werner Kuehn, Oskar Klingelhoefer, 
Herbert Losenski, Erich Maute, Arnold Mixolaschek, Anton 
Motzheim, Erich Muenkemer, Gustav Neve, Peul Hermann Ochmann, 
Werner Pedersen, Joachim Peiper, Hans Pletz, Georg Preuss, 
Hern, ess, Fritz Re Theo Rauh, Heinz Rehagel, Rolf 
Roland Reiser, Wolfgang Richter, Max Rieder, Rolf Ritzer, 
4xel Rodenburg, Srich Rumpf, Willi Sch r, Rudolf Schwambach, 
Kurt Sickel Jswald guund, Franz Sisyers, Hans Siptrott, 
Gustav Ad Sp a Werner Sternebeck, Hei 
Stock, Erwin Szyperski, Yemund Tomezek, Heinz Tomhardt, August 
Tonk, Hans Trettin, Johann Wasenberger, nther 
n, and Paul 2Zwigart, 
exception of Helmut Hass, Herbert Losenski, Werner Pedersen 


Emil Hergeth, were present. 
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Colonel A. H, Rosenfeld, a member of the Court, 
is am officer with legal training. 

The Court appointed Mejor Luba Schirman, Administrator 
4th Class, Legal Department, French Military Government; 
Corporal Werner Wolf, Corporal Theodore Mischel, Pfc. Peter 
Ackermann, United States Army; Mr, Harry Thon, Mr. George 
Miller, United States Civilians; and Miss Maria Wetzel, a 
German civilian, as interpreters for the case, and they were 
duly sworn, 


The Court eppointed Mr. James EH, Barton, Mr. Irving 


L 
J. Hayett, Miss Sally Rose, Miss Violet McCullough, Miss 


Evelyn Cohen, Miss Pauline Bemis, Miss Sylvia Prager, Mr. 
Roy K. Welch and Mre, Mabel Holt, United States Civilians, 


as reporters for the case, and they were duly sworn, 





PRESIDENT: Take seats. Court will come to 
order. 

PROSECUTION; Prosecution is ready to proceed 
in the case of Valentin Berein, et al. ‘The accused are 
all present with the exception of Helmut Haas, Herbert 
Losenski, Werner Pedersen, and Hmil Hergeth, together with 
the regularly appointed defense counsel. 

If the Court please, there are seven interpreters 
to be sworn, Will the interpreters please step forward? 

(Whereupon Major Luba Schirmen, Administrator 4th 


Class, Legal Department, French Military Government; 


Corporal Werner Wolf, Corporal Theodore Mischel, Pfc. Peter 


Ackermann, United Stetes Army; Mr. Harry Thon, Mr. George 
Miller, United States Civilians; an? Miss Maria Wetzel, a 
German civilian, were duly sworn as interpreters.) 

FROSECUTION; If the Court please, there are nine 
reporters to be sworn, Will they please step forward? 

(Whereupon Mr. James H. Barton, Mr. Irving J, Heyett, 
Miss Sally Rose, Miss Violet McOullough, Miss Evelyn Cohen, 
Miss Pauline Bemis, Miss Sylvia Prager, Mr. Roy K. Welch and 
Mrs. Mebel Holt, United States Civilians, were duly sworn as 
reporters.) 

PRESIDENT: Whom doos the accused desire to in- 
troduce as counsel? 

DEFINSE COUNSEL: May it please the Court, at 
this time the accused desire the United States officers end 
civiliens heretofore appointed by the Third Army es their 
defense counsel, The accused further desire to introduce the 
following named German counsel, who are practicing attorneys 


>and qualified to practice before this court: Dr. Max Rau, 
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Dr. Heinrich M, Wieland, Dr. Otto Leiling, Dr. Franz J. 
Pfister, Dr. Bugene Leer, and Dr. Hans Hertkorn, 

PROSECUTION; If the Court please, the following 
members of the Court, appointed by paragraph 24, Special 
Orders No. 90, Headquarters Third United States Army dated 9 
April 1946, as amended by corrected copy, Special Orders No. 
117, Headquarters Third United States Army dated 10 May 1946, 
ere present? 

Brigadier Gencral Josiah T. Dalbey, Colonel Paul H, 
Weiland, Colonel Lucien S. Berry, Colonel James G, Watkins, 
Colonel Wilfred H. Steward, Colonel Reymond C. Conder, and 
Colonel A. H. Rosenfeld. If the Oourt please, Colonel Robert 
R. Raymond has been excused by verbal orders of the Commanding 
General and will not be referred to again in any announcement 
by the Triel Judge Advocate; 

Lieutenant Colonel Burton F. Bllis, Trial Judge Ad- 
vocate, Lieutenant Colonel Homer 3B. Crawford, Assistant 
Trial Judge Advocate, Captain Raphael Shumacker, Assistant 
Triel Judge Advocate, 1st Lieutenant Robert EB. Byrne, Assistant 
Trial Judge Advocate, Mr. Morris Elowitz, Assistant Trial Judge 
Advocate; 

Colonel Willis M. Dverett Jr., Defense Counsel, Lieuten- 

ant Colonel John S. Dwinell, Assistant Defense Counsel, 
Lieutenant Colonel Granger G. ton, Assistant Defense 
Counsel, Captain B. N, Narvid, Assistent Defense Counsel, 
Qnd Lieutenant Wilbert J. Wahler, Assistant Defense Counsel, 
Mr. Herbert J. Strong, Assistant Defense Counsel, and Mr. 
Frank Walters, Assistant Defense Counsel, 

lst Lieutenant William R. Perl hae been designated as 


special assistant to the Prosecution, 


we _§ 





The only absent member, as previously stated, is 
Colenel Robert R. Raymond, Jr., who has been excused on 
the verbal order of the Commanding General, and will not 
be referred to again by the Proseoution. 

The general nature of charges in this case is the 
violation of the laws and usages of war in that the above 
named accused, charged as being parties concerned, did 
wilfully, deliberately and wrongfully permit, encourage, 
aid, abet and participate in the killing, shooting, ill- 
treatment, abuse and torture of members of the Armed 
Forces of the United States of America, and of unarmed 
allied civilians. 

The Prosecution will not call any member of the 
Court és a witness, nor will the accused. 

DEFENSE QOUNSEL: May it please the Court, 
the Defense Counsel does not anticipate calling any member 
of the Court as a witness. 

PROSECUTION: Has any member of the Court a 
personal interest in the case? 

PRESIDENT: There appear to be none. 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: May it please the Court, at 
this particular time it is the desire, on behalf of the 
Defense Counsel, to have each member of the Court in- 
terrogated specifically as to these questions: 

We respectfully request the President to determine 
if any member of this Court has any prior knowledge of the 
facts in this case by virtue of his participation in the 
Ardennes Offensive, commonly referred to as the "Battle of 
the Bulge" which would prejudice him in his judgment. If 
so, we respectfully request that he be excused for cause. 


PRESIDENT: Will you please say yes or no? 


5 
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DEFENSE COUNSEL; Mey the record show that 
the members of the Court have answered that they have 


no interest. 


We respectfully request the President to de- 


termino if any member of this Court has any prior know- 


ledge of the fects in thie case from any other source 
which would prejudice him in his judgement, If &0, we 
respectfully request that he be excused for cause, 

PRESIDENT; Will you please answer that question 
yes or no? 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: Let the record show that all 
the members of the Court have answered in the negative, 

We respectfully request the President to de- 
termine if any member of this Court has formed any opinion 
as to the guilt or innocence of any of the accused in this 
case. If so, we respectfully request that he be excused for 
Cause, 

PRESIDENT; Will you please answer yes or no? 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: May the record show thet the 
members of the Court have enswered in the negative. 

We respectfully request the President to de- 
termine if any member of this Court has any personal interest 
in this case. If so, we request that he be excused for 
cause, 

PRESIDENT: Please enswer yes or no~ 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: May the record show that the 
members of the Court answered in the negative. 

We respectfully request the Fresident to determine 

f any member of the Court is prejudiced by reason of the 
fact thet the accused in this case are alleged to be members 


of the SS. If so, we respestfully request that he be excused 
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for cause. 

PRESIDENT; Please enswer yes or no, 

DEFENSE COUNSEL; May the record show that the 
Court anewered in the negative to the fifth question. 

At this time, may it please the Court, we have 
prepared motions covering jurisdiction and I am informed that 
this is the appropriate time for the interposing of this 
motion and I would like at thie time to introduce Lieutenant 
Wahler, who will present this motion in written form and read 
it to the Court in order to save the Court's time end make it 
as short eas possible, The Prosecution has been served with 
copies of thie motion in order to give them the benefit of 
time in which tc prepare ary arguments they may wish to present 
to the Court. 

PROSECUTION: Before the presenting of the motion, 
if the Court please, may I make the Statement that Colonel 
Rosenfeld is an officer of legal training, 

LT. WAHLER; May it please the Court, this motion 
has been prepared on mimeographed forms and I have a copy for 
each member of the Court, for the convenience of the Court. The 
motion is in the nature of ea motion t tril certain 


named defendants in the Charge Sheets. (z eading): 


rnebeck, by their duly ep 

Defense Counsel and move the Court to quash so much 
of the Particulars of the First Cher, of the Charge 
Sheet dated 11 April 1946 and eo much of the Parti- 
culars of the First Charge of the Supplemental Charge 
Sheet dated 17 April 1946 which cherges these Defendants 
of wilfully, deliberetely, and wrongfully permitting, 

aging, aiding and abetting or participating in 

reatment and abuse and torture 


in the separate Bill of Particulars dated @ 
pertaining to the above named defendents 
which are as follows: 





1-5/16-SR Valentin BERSIN, Unterscharfuehrer (Sct) 
Tank Commander, 


2nd Pl., let Pz. Co., let Bn., let SS Pz, Regt., LSSAH 


The prosecution expecte to prove that this accused: 


1. Was responsible for the killing of allied 
civilians on or about 21 December 1944 at Wanne, Belgium, 


Georg KOTZUR, Sturmmenn (Pfc,) 
Radioman 


2nd Pl., let Pz. Oo,, let Bn., lst 3S Pz. Regt., LSSAH 
The prosecution expects to prove that this accused: 


1. On or about 20 December 1944 at Wanne, Belgium, 
assisted in the shooting of allied civilians, 


Werner KUEHN, Untersturmfuehrer (2nd Lt.) 
Platoon Leader 
3rd Pl,, 9th Pz. Pi, Cos, let SS Pz. Regt., LSSAR 


The prosecution expects to prove that this accused: 


1. On or about 31 December 1944 at Lutre Bois, 
Belgium caused allied civilians to be shot. 


Hans TRETTIN, Sturmmann (Pfc.) 
Loader 
end Fle, lst Pz. Cow, lst Bn,, lst SS Pz, Regt., LSSAH 


The prosecution expects to prove that this accused; 


1. On or about 20 December 1944 at Wanne, Belgium 
fired on allied civilians, 


August TONK, Hauptscharfuehrer (M/Sgt) 
Tank Commander 
ond Pi. 6th Pz. Co., lst Bn., lst SS Pc. Regt., LSSAR 


The prosecution expects to prove that this accused: 


1. On or about 18 December 1944 near S 
Belgium fired on allied civilians, 


Werne:’ STERNBECK, Oversturmfuehrer (1st 
Company Officer 
6th Pz. Coo, let Bn., let SS Pe, FB 


The prosecution expect to prove that this accused 


1. On or about 2° December 1944 at Wanne, 
Belgium, permitted and aseisted in the shooting of allied 
civilians. 


The above named defendants move the court to quash 
the charges and thet they be dismissed as party defendants 
for the following reasons: 
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1. Under the Particulars of the First Charge of 
Charge Sheet dated 11 April 1946, the Particulars of 
the First Charge of the supplemental Charce dated 17 
April 1946, and the separate Bill of Particulars dated 
8 April 1945, the above named defendants have been 
accused of willfully, deliberately, and wrongfully 
permitting, encouraging, aiding and abetting or parti- 
cipating in the shooting, ill-treatment, abuse, and 
torture of unarmed Allied nationals at or near Wanne, 
Lutre Bois, and Stevelot, Belgium, et al. The Charge 
Sheets and separate Bill of Particulars however are 
silent as to the specific nationality of these allied 
civilians, They were merely mentioned in the particulars 
of the First Charge and separate Bill of Particulars as 
unarmed Allied Civilian Nationals, The situs of the crime 
for which the above named defendants are called to answer 
is within the territorial jurisdiction of another sovereign 
Allied Nation, namely Belgium, It cannot be said that 
jurisdiction may be assumed because the victims in this 
particular case were "ALLIED CIVILIANS". A military 
government court cannot assume jurisdiction over these de- 
fendants for war crimes committed where the situs of the 
crime is within the territorial jurisdiction of another 
Allied Nation, and especially so, where the Allied civil- 
jans are subjects of this Allied Netion. 


2. The evidence will show that the charges for which 
the above named defendants are compelled to answer involves 
a@ violation of the rights of Belgium nationals, Felgium is 
a sovereign state duly recognized as such by our country 
as well as all other Allied Nations. 


3. Onl November 1943, three great powers, the United 
States, Russia, and Great Britain enunciated e policy con- 
cerning the trial of war criminals. The conference at which 
this policy was formulated is now commonly referred to as 
the "MOSCOW CONFERENCE". The declaration on atrocities which 
became a part of that conference is as follows: 


fat the time of the eranting of any Armistice to 
any Government which may be set w in Germany, 
those German officers and men, members of the 
Nezi Party, who have been responsible for or who 
we teken a pert in the above atrocities, 
massacres and executions, will be sent back to 
the country in which these abominable deeds were 
done, in order that they may be 
punished according to t aws of these liberated 
countries and of the free Governments which will 
be erected therein,® 


4, According to the volicy enunciated at the Moscow 
Conference, and which subsequently became part of the 
Potsdam Declaration, these prisoners should be turned over 
to the proper government for trial, which in this case 
would be Belgium, Belgium, as » sovereign allied nation, 
has exclusive jurisdiction to try individuals accused of 
war crimes committed against its Netionale within its own 
territorial jurisdiction. The defendants in this case, if 
held subject to trial by an American tribunal, could, at & 
later date, also be held for triel by a Belgium tribunal 
since Belgium, as a sovereign anc independent nation, 


a 
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would also have the right to hold these defendants 
for trial, 


Se It cannot be said in this particular case 
that we may assume jurisdiction because of the fact 
that these Belgian civilians were gainfully or act- 
ively involved in aiding our military operations in 
Belgium at the time of the offense. No allegation 
is contained in the pleading that American military 
operations or military intelligence were impeded 
The offense for which the above defendants are charged 
din no way involved American nationalse Accordingly, 
theproper situs of this trial should be Belgium. 


6e In all war crimes cases heretofor tried by 
the United States one or both of tle following 
jurisdictional facts were present in order to give 
jurisdiction to the American Military Government 
Courts over the subject matter as well as the person: 


@. The victims involved in the crime were 
eithsr American Citizen or American Nationals, 


be The situs of the crime was within the 
Zone of Occupation of the Amorican authoritiese 


If either or both of the above elements are present 
the United States | 

where neither of t n 

United States has not assumed jurisdiction, but 
properly has referred such cases to those netions 


whose nationals and/or territories or territorial 


zones of occupations were invo de 


Te It may be concluded that the sole controlling 
reason the Moscow Declaration enunciated this 
principle was that individuals guilty of war crimes 

within whose 
crime was committed. 
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the first paragraph here, This motion merely gces to 
the certain particulars of the specific Bill of Parti- 
culars that we are attacking, We claim thet any 
paragraph or charge relating to the shooting of allied 
civilians should be stricken from the Bill of Particulars 
and from the Charges, For the convenience of the Court, 
I will submit the motion and ask that it be incorporated 
. 


in the record, 


PRESIDENT; The motion may be incorporated 


in the record, 


"MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN PORTIONS 


OF THE PARTICULARS, 


"Now come the defendants Hans Hennecke, Benoni 
Junker, Joachim Pieper, Hrich Rumpf, Heinz Tomharat, 
Hermann Priess, Hans Gruehle, Willi Eendel, Max 
Rieder, Josef (Sepp Dietrich, Gustav Knittel, Arndt 
Fischer, Kurt Briesemeister, Manfred Coblenz, and 
Fritz Kraemer, by their duly appointed Defense 
Counsel and move the Court to quash so much of the 
pertioulars of the First Charge of Charge Sheot dated 
11 April 1946 and so much of the Particulars of the 
First Charge of the supplemental Charge Sheet dated 
17 April 1946 and so much of the Charges set forth 
in the separate Bill of Particulars dated & April 1946, 
which accuse the above ramed defendants of willfully, 
deliberately, ond wrongfully permitting, encouraging, 
aiding and abetting, or participating in the shooting, 
ill treatment, abuse, and torture of "USARMED ALLIED 
CIVILIAN NATI , THE EXACT NAMES AND NUMBERS OF 
SUBJECT PERSONS BEING UNKNOWN," for the following 
reasons? 

1. Under the Particulars of the First Ci 
Sheet deted 11 April 1946, the Particulars of 
Fi C} } wolementel Charge 4 
Apri 5, end the seperete Bill of Part 
dated 8 April 1946, the above named defendan 
been accused of willfully, deliber, ly, an 
fully permitting, encouraging, aiding and abetting 
or participating in the shooting, ill-treetment, 
abuse, and torture of unarmed Allied nationals at 
or near Wanne, Lutre Bois, and Stavelot, Belgium, 
et al. The Charge Sheets and separate Bill of 
Particulare however are silent as to the specific 
nationality of these allied civilians. They were 
merely mentioned in the particulers of the First 
Charge and separate Bill of Particulars as unarmed 
Allied Civilian Nationals, The eitus of the crime 


a0 





1-5/16-SR-12 for which the above named defendants are called to 
answer is within the territorial jurisdiction of 
another sovereign Allied Nation, namely Belgium. 
It cannot be said that jurisdiction may be as- 
sumed because the victims in this particular case 
were "ALLIED UIVILIANS", A military government 
court cannot assume jurisdiction over these defend- 
ants for war crimes committed where the situs of the 
crime is within the territorial jurisdiction of 
another Allied Nation, and especially so, where the 
eee Civilians are subjects of this Allied 
lation, 


2. The evidence will show that the charges 
for which the above named defendants are compelled 
to answer involves a violation of the rights of 
Belgium nationals, Belgium is a sovereign state 
duly recognized as such by our country as well as 
all other Allied Nations, 


S. On 1 November 1943, three great powers, 
the United States, Russia, and Great Britain eninclated 
a policy concerning the trial of war criminals, The 
conference at which this policy was formulated is now 
commonly referred to as the "MOSCOW CONFERENCE", The 
declaration on atrocities which became a pert of that 
conference is as follows: 


SAt the time of the granting of any Armistice 

te any Government which may be set up in 
Germany, those German officers and men, members 
of the Nazi Party, who have been responsible for 
or who have taken a part in the above atrocities, 
massacres ond executions, will be sent back to 
the country in which these abominable deeds were 
done, in order that they may be judged and pun- 
ished according to the laws of these liberated 
countries and of the free Governments which will 
be erected therein.! 


4, According to the policy enunciated at the 
Moscow Conference, and which subsequently became part 
of the Potsdem Declaration, these prisoners should be 
turned over to the proper government for trial, which 
in this case would be Belgium, Belgium, as a sovereign 
ellied nation, has exclusive juri 


against ites 
Le ¥ 
The defendants in t 
by an American tribunal, could, at a le te, els 
trial by a Belgium tribunal since Belgium, 
#s a sovereign and independent nation, would elso have 
the right to hold these defendants for trial. 


cannot be said in this particular case 
une jurisdiction ause of the fact 
en civiliens wer einfully or active- 
ly involved 2 ne our military operations in 
Belgium « a B of offense. No allegation is 
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operations or military intelligence were impeded, 
The offense for which the above defendants are charged 
in no way involved American nationals, Accordingly 
the proper situs of this trial should be Belgium, 


6. In all war crimes cases heretofore tried by 
the United States one or both of the following juris- 
dictional facts were prosent in order to give juris- 
diction to the American Military Government Courts over 
the subject matter as well as the person: 


a. The victims involved in the crime were either 
American Citizen or American Nationals. 


bd. The situs of the crime was within the Zone 
of Occupation of the Anerican authorities. 


If either or both of the above elements are present the 
United States has escumed jurisdiction, but where 
neither of these ekements were present the United Stetes 
has not assumed jurisdiction, but properly has referred 
such cases to those natiows whose nationals end/or 
territories or territorial zones of occupations were 
involved, 


7. %t may be concluded that the sole controlling 
reason the Moscow Declaration enunciated this principle 
was thet individuals guilty of war crimes should be tried 
by those governments within those territorial jurisdiction 
the crime was committed. 


Therefore, it is submitted thet under the authori- 
ties heretofore given that this General Military Govern- 
ment Court is without jurisdiction to try the above named 
defendants on the following charges «os set forth in the 
separate Bill of Perticulars dated 8 April 1946: 


Hans HENNECKE, Untersturmfuehrer (2nd Lt.) 
Platoon Leader 
lst Pl., 1st Pz. Co., lst Bn., 1st SS Pz, Regt.,LSSAH 


3. On or ebovut 18 December 19 neer Stavelot, 
Belgiwm, permitted his tank to fire on allied civilians. 


6. Was responsible for the shootings of 
prisoners 
pletoon between 16 December 1 


Benoni JUNKTR, Obersturmfuvehrer (1st Lt.) 
Company Commander 
6th Pz. Coe, lst Bn., lst 


1. On or about 15 December 1944 in a talk to 
the men of his Company ordered thet no prisoners of war 
were to be taken end to sleughter civilians. 


2. Was responsible for tt ootings of 
prisoners of war and allied civilians by men of his 


13 
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Joachim PEIPER, Standartenfuehrer (Colonel) 
Regimental Commander 
lst SS Pz. Regt., (Battle Group Peiper) LSSAH 


7. Wes responsible for the shootings of 
prisoners of war and allied civilians by men of his 
regiment and battle croup between 16 December 1944 
and 135 Januery 1945, 


Erich RUMPF, Obersturmfuehrer (1st Lt.) 
Company Commander 
9th Pz. Pi, Cos, let SS Pz. Reet., LSSAR 


6, Was responsible for the shootings of 
prisoners of war and allied civilians by men of his 
company between 16 December 1944 md 13 January 1945, 


Heine TOMHARDT, Obersturmfuehrer (1st Lt.) 
Company Commander 
llth Pz, Gr, Co,, Srd Bn,, 2nd Pz. Gr, Regt., LSSAE 


1. On or about 15 December 1944 ina talk 
to his Company ordered that no prisoners of wer would be 
taken and civilians who showed themselves would be bumped 
off, 


2. Was responsible for the shootings of 
prisoners of wer and allied civilians by men of his 
company between 16 December 1944 and 13 January 1945, 


Herman PRIESS, Gruppenfuehrer (Lt. Gen,) 
Commanding Genéral 
let SS Pz, Corps, 6th SS Pz, Army 


2. Was responsible for the shootings of 
prisoners of war and allied civilians by officere end 
men of Combat Group Peiper between 16 December 1944 and 
13 January 1945, 


Hans GRUELE, Hauptsturmfuehrer (Cept,) 
Adjutant 
let SS Pz, Regt., LSSAH 


4, Wes responsitle for the shootings of 
prisoners of wer and allied civilians by men of the ist 
SS Pz. Regt. between 16 December 1944and 13 Januar; 


Heinz HENDEL, Hawptscharfuehrer (M/Set) 

Platoon Leader 

2nd Fl., llth Pz. Gr. Co., Srd Bn., 2nd Pz. Gr. 
Regt., LSA 


1. On or about 15 December 1944 in a talk 
to his pletoon ordered that no prisoners of war were to 
be taken and that civilians who showed themselves should 


be shot. 


2. Was responsible for the shootings of 


14 





1-5/16-SR-15 prisoners of war and allied civilians by men of his 
Platoon between 16 December 1944 and 13 January 1945, 


Max RIEDER, Sturmmann (Pfo.) 
Rifleman 


Penal Group, 9th Pz. Pi. 0o., let SS Pz. Regt., LSSAH 


1, On or about 17 December 1944 at Buellingen, 
Belgium fired on allied civilians. 


Josef (Sepp) DIETRICH, Gencraloverst (Generel) 
Army Commander 
6th SS Pz. Army 


le On or about 14 December 1944 ordered 
his army to conduct the offensive ruthlessly against 
civilians and to shoot prisoners of war, 


2, Was responsible for the shootings of 
prisoners of wer and allied civilians by officers and 
men of Combat Group Peiper between 16 December 1944 
and 13 Jenuary 1945. 


Gustav KNITTEL, Sturmbannfuehrer (Major) 
Bn, Commander 
1st Recon, Bn,, LSSAH 


1. On or about 15 December 1944 in a talk 
to his company commanders ordered the shooting of 
prisoners of war and allied civilians, 


2. On or about 18 December 1944 at and in 
the vicinity of Stevelot, Belgium ordered allied civil- 
jans shot, 


4, Was responsible for the shootinge of 
prisoners of war and allied civilians by officers and 
men of his battalion between 16 December 1944 and 13 
Jenvary 1945, 


Arndt FISCHER, 
Adjutant 
lst Bn., ist S§ 


On or about 15 December 1944 aided in 
f the order to company nders of 
ot prisoners of war and lied civil- 


2. Was responsible for the shootings of 
prisoners of war and allied civiliens by officers and men 
of the lst Bn. between 15 December 1944 and 13 January 
1945, 

Kurt BRINSEMBISTER, Unterscharfuchrer 
Tank Commander 


1st Pl., lst Pz. Cos, 1st 3n., 


or about 17 December 1944 
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crossroads south of Malmedy, Belgium permit*+ed men 
of his tank crew to fire on prisoners of war and 
allied civilians. 


4, Wes responsible for the shootings of prisoners 
of war and allied civilians by men of his tank crew 
between 16 December 1944 and 13 January 1945, 


Manfred COBLENZ, Obersturmfuehrer (1st Lt.) 
Company Commander 
2nd. Coe, 1st Recon. Bn., LSSAH 


1, On or about 15 December 1944 in a talk to 
his company ordered prisoners of war and allied civil- 
ians were to be shot. 


2. Was responsible for the shootings of 
prisoners of war and allied civilians by officers 
and men of his company between 16 December 1944 and 
13 January 1945. 


Fritz KRAEMER, Brigedefuehrer (Brigadier General) 


Chief of Staff 
6th SS Pz, Army 


1. On orgout 14 December 1944 aided and 
abetted in the transmission of the 6th SS Pz. army 
orders to conduct the offensive ruthlessly against 
civilians and to shoot prisoners of war, 

2. Wes responsible for the shootings of 
prisoners of war and allied civilians by officers and 
men of Combat Group Peiper between 16 December 1944 
end 13 January 1945." 

PROSECUTION; Has the Defense completed its 
notion? 

LIZUTENANT WAELER: Just one minute, if you 
don't mind. If the Court please, the question has arisen 
relative to our co~counsel concerning the translation of the 
motione. If the Court please, could the motion be translated? 

PRESIDENT: To avoid delay in the trial, would 
it be agreeable to the Defense to translate that motion later? 

NANT WARLER; I velieve it will, sir. 
That is all right, sir. 

PROSECUTION; If the Court please, the Prosecution 


hes prepared an answer and we will give the Court copies of 


the written answer so that the Court may lo t it. (Reeding): 
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1-5/16-SR-17 "A motion to strike and quash so much of the 
Charge and Particulers has been filed on behalf of 
two groups of accused. This motion is directed to 
that part of the Charge wherein it is alleged that 
the defendants wilfully, deliberately, and wrongful- 
ly permitted, encouraged, aided, abetted or partici- 
pated in the shooting, ill-treatment, abuse and 
torture"OF UNARMED ALLIED CIVILIANS, TH EXACT NAMES 
AND NUMBER OF SUCH PERSONS BEING UNKNOWN." 


The argument advenced in support of this motion 
is thet this Court does not have jurisdiction because: 


(1) The situs of the crime is not within the 
territorial jurisdiction of this Court and 
is not within the American zone of occupa- 
tion -~"' 


COLONEL ROSENFELD: I believe you furnished the 
wrong copy for the remaining members of the Court. May we 
have three more copies, please? 

PROSECUTION; I gave you all we had, sir, We 
do not have other copies than just those. 

(Continuing reading): 


"=(2) The victime were Belgian nations and 
therefore, Belgium, being a sovereign state, 
has exclusive jurisdiction to try a case in- 
volving crimes against its nationals, 


The "MOSCOW CONFERENCE" announced a policy 

of returning war criminals to those states 
for trial by the Governments where the atroci- 
ties and crimes were committed. 


It is true, of course, that under the common lew 
offenses are to be tried by a court having jurisdiction 
of the area or place where the offense was committed. 
This rule stems from the sound proposition that an of- 
fender should b Trought to justice in the county, state 
or country whose laws he hes viclated, and heard by a 
Court empowered by the laws of that 
country to deteruine whether or not ea 
has violated its laws. Wormally it is the society of 
thet political entity which is most interested in seeing 
that violators of its lews are brought to justice and 
punished if guilty. 


In the instant case the offense charged is not a 
violation of the laws of Belgium but of international 
lew. More specifically the evidence will show violation 
of Article 2 of tho Geneva Convention and Article 46 of 
the Hague Convention, which relete to the treatment of 
prisoners of war and of civilians of a hostile state, 
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1-5/16-SR-18 respectively. If the Charge be true, the civilized 
people of the world, not just of Belgium, have a 
direct and vital intereet in seeing that the of- 
fenders against world society be punished. 


In the case of the United States vse Alfons Klein, 
et al, commonly referred to as the 'Hadamar Case', the 
right of one nation to try and punish for offenses com- 
mitted ageinst nationals of an allied state is fully 
discussed in the Review of the case by the Deputy 
Theater Judge Advocate. In the 'Rademar Case!’ none of 
the victims was American, We quote from the Review: 


***eee*Thore is authority for this contention 

in a recent opinion of the Judge Advocate Gencral 
(SPIGW 1943/17671 13 Dec. 1943,) where the 

question was considered whether German soldiers 

who had executed without trial, in volation of the 
laws of war, certain Italian civilians accused of 
transmitting information to United States forces 

in combat with the Germans, could be, upon capture 
tried by a military tribunal of the United States, 
At the time of the offense the Italian government 
was a co-belligerent of the United States. The 
Judge Advocate General, in holding that either a 
tribunal of the United States would have juris- 
diction to try and punish the offenders, employed 
the followine language: 'The right to punish for 
such an offense against an ally proceeds upon the 
well-established principle that allies or co- 
belligerents constitute but a single side of an 
armed struggle. The opinion pointed out thut the 
right of the United States to take jurisdiction was 
especially strong in the case under discussion be- 
cause it had the physical custody of the accused 
end because 'the offenses appear to be directly 
related to our military operations.’ Such lenguage 
is e clear enunciation of the theory that juris- 
diction may be based the 'interest' of the punishing 
state, The opinion, however, then proceeds to state 
a much broader theory of jurisdiction, After guoting 


Anion of the J $ Advocate Gencred 
ase Teeafit 218, 30 Oct 1943) to the effect that 
_ubladiction 4p oases of offenses axainst ine Lax af 
war is personal rather then territoriel and is lareely 
eatiluat oe catalan anainde at of the accused, or 
duck of i,' The opinion uses Lhe Lolioving Dread 

{y "Where $9 abel Leorency wee ees 


be concurrent, 

fact, ds thet the 5 

bavlie comaitted cxines of an int=mationah 
acter in violation of the internetionel Laws of 
vray offense egainst the 

wiolsiion of the lave of nations, end g matter _of 


generel interest and concern, Whether committed by 
their own forces or those of the enemy, all civil 


ized belligerents have an interest in the punishment 
of offenses egainst the laws of war, War Crimes 
are now being especially recognized as of generel 
concern to the United Nations, which states ine 
real sense represent the civilized world, In the 
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1-5/16-SR-19 present situation the United States has juris- 
diction beceuse it hes the physical custody of 
the accused and as its military courts have . 
jurisdiction over such offenses.' It is concluded 
that in the instant case, although the offense al- 
leged is not as directly connected with the military 
operations of the punishing power as was the offense 
in the cited case, the United States has a direct 
interest in punishing offenses against nationals of 
its allies committed, as here, subsequently to our 
entry into the war, and on the broader theory that the 
punishment of wer criminals is a matter ‘of general in- 
terest and concern to all nations,” 


We insist that the above cited authority is a full and com- 
plete answer to the motion of the defendants, and their arguments 
in support thereof. 


In addition to the above, however, we should like to make 
this further observatiom. The declaration of the "Moscow 
Conference" ig no more than an announcment of policy or an 
agreement entered into between three powers as to which powers 
should try which war criminals, Such an agreement, if the 
question were raised by Belgium, would be determinative. But 
the agreement gives the eccused no rights. If jurisdiction in 
such cases were not basically concurrent, why should such an 
agreement have been made? If juriediction were fixed as a 
matter of law in the power in whose territory the crime wes 
committed, why should the powers agree es to who would act as 
the trying power? 


We respectfully urge that the agreeing powers, not the ac- 
cused, might invoke, if they choose, the privilege afforded by 
the declaration. We urge further that the agreement did not 
change the fundementel rule that jurisdiction is personal and 
not territorial where the offense is an allezed violation of 
international law." 

I wovld like to further aid thet when this case wes 
in the process of development early in Merch of this year permission 
in writing was received from the Eelgian Government to try at that 
e and additional 


hough written p 


, Government, the Belgien Government was fu 


ened and they cooperated and loaned to us Germans whe were 


our custody to prove the cases which we have 
rainst the defendants covered by 


isting us in givine 





used to testify against the defendants covered by these 
motions. 
(Continuing Reading): 

“For the reasons atated the Prosecution re- 
spectfully insists that the motion to strike as 
to certain defendants that portion of the Charge 
as to shootings and killing allied civilian 
nationals should be® overruleds" 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: May it please the Court, 


was it the understanding as to the translation that it 


would be at a later date? Our German counsel are not able 


to properly evaluate these motions and I+ hought maybe the 


interpreter could read in German, not an absolute translation --- 
PROSECUTION: 
Defense Counsel. 
DEFENSE COUNS 
interpretation of 
> and rebuttal that you have given, in 
to aid our German counsel. They represent certain of the 
defendants, and a witt the benefit of hearing both sides 
of this, They have ww side of £ that is, the written 
copy that we submitted, but on the other hand, if wa could 


t+ would 
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inte German, the Defense feels itself limited in the ex- 


ecution of its jobs I therefore request that everything 
at once be translated into Germans 
PROSECUTION: If the Court please, I will 
give my answer to the court interpreter, who will now 
read it in German. 
(Whereupon Interpreter George Miller begen translate 


the document into 


the translation for 


(Whereupon Interpret4r 


RocmrTo 


OSECUTION: Zé the Court please, do you desirg 


part 
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the Prosecution has cited the Geneva Convention and the 
Hague Regulations. Of course, in neither instance do 
the Regulations prescribe the methods of trial for 
violations and because of that fact we are now question- 
ing the proper method governments the perpetrators should 
be tried, Counsel for the Prosecution has ~» If the 
Court please, I-have forgotten the element of translation. 
PRESIDENT; Translate from now on. I think 


you had better start all over again. 





DEFENSE COUNSEL: (Lt. WAHLER). The Counsel for the 


Prosecution has cited the Geneva Convention and the Hague Regulations; 
A 6S > 


in neither instance do th8 wegulations prescribe methods of trial 
for violations and because of that fact we are now questioning the 
proper method and by what governments the perpetrators should be 
tried. 

(Whereupon the interpreter Mr.Miller translated this 
statement into the German language until the Asst.Defense Counsel 
Dr LEILING interrupted and stated that the translation was’ absolutely 
insufficient, whereupon T/5 Mischel was substituted as interpreter). 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: (1t.WAHIER). The purpose of our motion 
is simply to question what nations sh ld try the deféndants for 

he particular offenses with which they are charged. The question 
of jurisdiction is a novel question anc 
ormer Judge Advo enerals in the Army 


inthrop in his book " ilitary Law and Precedents" sets 


4 aS to jurisdiction:" Page 836 paragraph 1 - 
Military Commi. ion(except Were otherwise authorized by statute) 
legally assume jurisdiction only of offenses com 


field of the o and of + convening cor 





been réspofisible for or who have taken a part in the 
above atrocities, massacres and executions, will be sent 
back to the countries where these abominable deeds were 
done, in order’ that they may be judged and Punished 
according to the laws of these liberated countries and 
of the free governments which will be erected therein." 
He also quotes the following as to the tribunals: " The Moscow Con- 
ference Wisely recommended for the offenders at the soene of their 
crimes; Counsel also Quoted the Nadamar case. In this particular 
case I believe that "Hadamar't is within the Anerican zone of occup- 


ation. In the record of review that was written by the Theater 


Judge Advocate, the followin qu i which was read "SPJGW,19),3 


13 December 19);3" was quoted. 
I would like to call the court's attention to th 
that in that particular case, the Italian civilians were 
by the Germene of tre ssmitting information to the Una ted 
Forces in combat With the Germans. ‘That differs from our case at 
hand due to the fact that there are no allegations that these allied 


nationals were aidi ig Our military operations in Bel sium. Of course 


anion does 


civilians 


vounsel also 


brought up the fact that the Belgian government had consented to the 


trial of these accused. 
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conveyed by one authority to another. In addition, to that, the 
Belgian authorities would be in a position at any time at liberty 
to withdraw their consent. We therefore submit at this time that 
this Court is without jurisdiction to try the particular charges 
that we have hereinbefore enunciated. 


PROSECUTION: If the Court Please, I suggest that if any 


‘ 
other members of the German counsel have anything to se 
v & 


concerning my argument, that they say it now. 

ASST: DEFENSE ( Dr.RAU) Wr President and Judges I 
believe that the Defense can only support the excellent opinions 
here represented. Insofar as the accused are charged with killir 
Belgian civilians - this happened in Belgian terr ory and only 
Belgian laws were violated. I believe this shows exclusive Jjurisdict- 
ion of a Belgian court. 

PROSECUTION: I it please the court, 

he Defense have raised any additional questions which 

were not raised before and I ask that the Court rule on both motions. 

PRESIDENT: There being no objection by the Court, the Law 
Membér will rénder the decision: 


LAW MEMBER: " One of the policies 


for Germany as set forth in the General 





This Court, therefore, has jurisdiction 6f the 
matters involved and the motion will be denied. 

PROSECUTION: Does that apply to both motions ? 

LAW MEMBER: Yes. 

( Whereupon the decision rendered by the Law Member 
was translated and read in the German language to the court by the 
interpreter 7/5 Mischel). 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: “ay it please the Court, at this 
time Dr Leiling would like to present a motion pertinent to juris- 
diction on behalf of his German counsel. 

DR. LEILING: "Considering that there is not only 
the act of individuals at stake but fundamental questions of Intern- 
ational Law. I think the defense mst duly draw the attention of 
the Court to ani ction in¥élved. 

The alleged cri 
constitute a violation of the "Geneva Convention" of 1929 and of 
“Hague Convention"of 1907 .Both these conventions are International 


treaties. Partners te those treaties and subjects of +nternational 
3 


Law are only the Sovereign States concerned. The question, therefore, 


whether an International treaty was violated can 
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decide whether an International treaty was violated to the detriment 
of the U.S. 

The Defense “theréfore considers this kind of trial 
premature and moves that the Court may deny its jurisdiction and 
leave these matters to be treated according to the rules of intern- 
ational Law within the frame of a future mltilateral peace settlement. 

(Whereupon the above statement was translated and 
read in the German language te the Court by t/5 Mischel). 

PROSECUTION: (Captain SHUMACKER). If it please the 
Court, as I understand the motion and argument advanced by the 
Defense Counsel who has just«spoken; it is on the proposition that 
this court has no jurisdiction to try any War 
understand the arguiient, the reasons advanced were: 

United States is not interested in the violation of 


Law unless some of its own citizens and 


national 
(2) that this Court is not the proper type of Court to hear such 
The Prosecution does fot believe these arguments advance any 
new legal propositions that have not heretofore beef raised by the 
fens Counsel. That a Generel Military Government Court does 


proper type of tribun 


vilosor 
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Courts involving nationals of other Allied nations such as in the 
'Hadamar' case for instance. In conclusion we submit that the Court 
has jurisdiction of th® offenses and of the accused and the motion 
should be over-ruleds 

DEFENSE COUNSEL(Dr. LEILING) . I don't want to 
enlarge upon this motion but would like to mention one or two 
points. It is a complete misunderstanding on the side of the 


Prosecution, that™1 maintained that the United States wre not inters 


ested in the violation of International Law except when their om 
citizens were, concern On the contrary, I think that the United 
States at the present moment are the champions of Internation: 
and that is - draw the attention of the Court to the rules 


International Law and International Law as the law binding States 


only, and any alteration to International Law can or be made by 


Court be pleased to deny 1 
an exception to this ruli 


INTY There being no objection by the Cov rt, the 


‘ember will_render the ruling. 





#2 Peterson, and Emil Hergeth by reason that they are not present 


16.8.7. before this Court at this time. 


© COUNSI No objection. 
SNSE COUNSEL: (Dr RAU). If it please the Court, 


Defense Counsel for the accused Dietrich and Kraemer, might I draw 


your attention to the follo ing legal matters. The accused are 
prisoners of war, theréfore they aressubject to the rules of the 


Geneva Convention as far as treatment of Prisoners of War is con- 


cerned, dated 27 July 1929, Up to now they were not informed tt 


¥ 


ey no longer had the status of Prisoners of War his Geneva 


agreement was ratified by the United States according to Article 
of the year 1787 = such International Agreement 


highest Law of the land - that is 


States which is binding to an An 


tention to Article # 62 which states " the agreement of 


this article mst be adhered to by the contracting parties 


all circums s result of that, Article #63 in particular 


mist be marked. Article #6 states, if I may quotes" The verdict 


war mast be made only by the 


verdic® azafhst 
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American Colonel—Jeneral or General Officer wag being tried. 


Furthermore, I would like the Court to find out whether accordi 


to regulations of the Geneva Agreement, the protective power 


has been invoked in this procedure . As far as I know, t pro 


tective power in this case is Switzerland. It should be feund 


out whether this protettive power wishes to acknowledge the 


procedure here. I mst keep back further explanations on this Same 


point. 


+f the Court please, in answer to the 


. 
honorable unsel's motion, would like to point out that this 


question 


raisedtin several other cases brought before 


Courts of the type wi 


the argument raised in the Borlum Island case, the Dachau case and 


the Court hel 


the 
explanation of Article 


1929 in its setting in the vonvention, plainly it refers 


to sentence pronounced a 


inst a Prisoner 


$44 
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\W MEMBER: If it is short. 


DEFENSE COUNSEL (Dr RAU) - According to legal usage 


in Fnglish speaking countries and internationally, the Geneva Agree- 


ment applies not only to deeds committed duri the period when som 
one was a prisoner of war, but also which were committed before that 
during the course of the war while soldiers. Dismissal of prisoners 
of war at the beginning of the trial, assuming it is true, cannot 
inany opinion rob them of the protection which the Geneva Convention 
intends them to have. 
MEMBER: The Court will repgat that the issues 

Counsel for the Defense were covered in the Court's 

previous moti so far as the jurisdiction of this 
Court is concerned, this is : y constituted General Milit 
Government Court of the United States for the trial o 
and as such the Court has the jurisdiction 
denied. 

Court has satisfied 


1e laws and rule 





name, age, residence,nationality and status: I will ask the questions 


in, English and the interpreter will translate same in German, and the 


answers into English. 
PRESIDENT:Q. State your full namé ? 

A. Valentin Bersin. 

Qe How old are you 7? 
25 
What is your residence ? 
St Barbara. 
What is your nationality ? 
German. 


Were you ever a member of the Armed 


t were you a 


a member of t 5 March 190 until 
the 6nd of 
PRESIDENT: 


assign the accused Number 1. 


2 your full name 7 





4. was a member of the Waffen SS from 30 April 
19l@ up +6 the end of the war. 
PRESIDENT s I assign the accused Number 2. 

Q. State your full name ? 


A. Marcel Boltz. 


Q «How old are you ? 


A. 19 years. 

Q. What is your residence ? 

A. Renneck, Alsace. 

Q. What is your nationality ? 

A. French. 

Q. Were you ever a member of the Armed Forces of the 


Reich ? 


Q. Of what component were you a member and during what 


A. Of the Waffen SS from 10 October 19)3 up to the end 


of the War. 
PRESIDENT: I assign the accused number 3. 


2 


full name ? 





#2 Qe Of what component were you a member and during 
16.8.1. what period of time ? 
A. I was in the Waffen SS from 20 February 19), until 
22 December 19h. 
PRESIDENT: I assign the accused Number . 
Q. State your full name ? 
A. Kurt Briesemeister. 
How old are you ? 
2h 
What is yourresidence ? 
Marinhou, Schoenhausen, 
What is your nationality ? 
German. 
Q. Were you ever a member of the armed forces of the 
Reich ? 


A. Yes. 


Qe Of what component were you a member and durin ; What 


period of time ? 


I was in the Wi from 29 September 1940 until 
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A. Yes. 


Q. Of what component were you a member and ‘during 


that period of time ? 


A. Iwas in the Waffen SS from April 193 until 
20 December 19). 
PRESIDENT s I assign the accused Numter 6. 

. 

Qe State your full name ? 

A. Friedrich Christ. 

QeHow old are you ? 

A. 26 years. 

Q. What is your residence ? 

A. Friesing Near Munich. 

Q. What is your nationality 

A. German. 

Q. Were you ever a mer 
the German Reich ? 
Q. Of what component were you a*member and during 


what period of time ? 





A. Yes 
16.58.13. Q- Of what cémponent were you a member and during 
what period of time ? 
A. From the 1st day of the 10th month 1939 up to 
the capitulation Iwas a member of the Waffen SS. 
PRESIDENT: I assign the accused Number 8, 
Q. State your full name ? 
A. Manfred Coblenz. 
Q. How old are you ? 
Ae 25 
What is your residence ? 
Sargenhausen in the Harz. 


What i) nati onali 


jerman Reich ? 


Q. Of what component were you a member and durin Z 


what period of time ? 
A. From the,lst October 1939 until the 


194) Iwas nemt of the Wa n SS. 
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A. Yes 
16s ly. 


Q. Of what component were you a member and during 
what period of time ? 

A. Iwas a member of the Waffen SS from 15 October 
1935 up to the 8th May 1945, 
PRESIDENT: I assign the accused Number 10. 

Q. State your full name ? 


A. Josef Dietrich. 


Were you ever a member of the armed forces of 


the German Reich? 


Q. Of what component were you a member and during 


what period of time ? 


A. In the Waffen SS February 1933 up to the capit- 


ulation. 





16.8.15. wie ios 
Q. Of what component were you a member and during 
What period of time ? 
A. Iwas in the Waffen SS from March 193 up to 
the end of the war. 
PRESIDENT: I assign the accused Number 12. 
Q. State your full name ? 
A. Arndt Alfons Fischer, 
Qe How old are you ? 
Ae 23 
at is your resi 
Wald-Astorf. 


your nationality 


the Ger 


Of what component were you a member and jurin, 


what period of tie ? 


S in the Waffen SS from 20 February 1939 


°3) 


your nationa 





ik. Yes 


16.S.16. Q. Of what component were you a member and during 


what period of time ? 
A. From 1 July 193 up to the end of the war I was 
in the Waffen Ss. 
PRESIDENT: I assign the accused Number 1), 
Q. State your full name ? 
A. Heinz Iriedrichs,. 
Q. How old are you ? 
A. 19 
Q. What is yourreside 
A. Hanover. 
What is your nationality 
German 


er of the armed forces of 


you a member and du 
what period of ti 
A+ vas 


mer 19h. 





A. 


16.8617 Q. 


Yes. 


Of what component vere you amember and during 


what period of time ? 


A. 
was in the 
PRESIDENT s 

Qe 

A. 


the German 
A. 


Q¢ 


From 15 August 19) until 2), December 19h) I 
Waffen SS. 

I assign the accused Number 16, 
State your full name ? 
Heinz Gerhard Goedicke . 
How old are you ? 
18 
What is yourresidence ? 
Fuehlstein. 
What is your nationality ? 
jerman 


Were you 


£ what component vere you a member and durin, 


what period of time ? 


A. 


the end of 


I was in the Waffen SS from 15 August 19) until 


the war. 





A. Yes. 


16 Ss. 18. Q- Of what component were you a member and during 


what period of time ? 

A. Iwas in the Waffen SS from lOth April 1940 up 
to the end of the war. 
PRESIDENT s I assign the accused Number 18, 

Q. State your full name 7? 

A. Hans Gruhle 

Q.sHow oldare you ? 

A. 26 

What is your residence ? 

A. Ellemang - lr Nurnberg, 

Q. What is your nationality ? 

A. 


Q. Were y fer a member of the armed forces 


the Germar 


Q. Of what component were you a member and during 
what period of 


A. I was in the Waffen SS fron 2 October 1939 up 





A. Yes. 
16.S»19. 


Q. Of what component were you a member and during 


what period of time ? 
A. From20 October 192 until April 193 I was in 


the Air Corps and from April 193 until 2h December 19h) 
Iwas in the Waffen SS. 


PRESIDENT: I assign the accused Number 20, 


The Court will recess until 100 hours. 


(Whereupon the court recessed at 1200 hours) 





CAMP DACHAU, GERMANY 
3/5/16,1sp 
MAY 16, 1946 
AFTERNOON SESSION 
(Whereupon the Court reconvened at 1400 hours, 

16 May 1946.) 

PRESIDENT: Court will come to order. 

PROSECUTION: If the Court please, let the 
record show that all members of the Court, all members 
of the defense, all members of the prosecution and all 
the accused and reporter are present. 

PRESIDENT: We will resume the interroga- 


tion of the accused. 


EXAMINATION BY TH COURT (CONTINUED) 
QUESTIONS BY THE PRESIDENT: 
Q Armin Hecht, state your full name. 
Armin Hecht. 
How old are you? 


21. 


What is your residence? 


Miltitz. 
Nationality? 
yerman,. 
Q Were you ever a member of the Armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
Yes. 
Of what component were you a member and 
durins what perfod of time? 
A Waffen SS from 30 October 1944 until the 
end of the war. 


PRESIDENT: TI assign the accused number 21. 
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Willi Heinz Hendel, state your full nam. 
Willi Heinz Hendel. 

How old are you? 

30. 

What 1s your residence? 

Friedenthal near Berlin. 


Nationality? 
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German. 
Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a meniber and 
during what period of time? 
A I was in the Waffen SS from 12 May 1934 
until the end of the war. 
PRESIDENT: I assign the accused No. 22, 
Hans Hennecke, state your full name. 
Hans Hennecke. 
How old are you? 
23 years old. 
What is your residence? 
Warennmekelenburg. 
Nationality? 
German Reich. 
Were you ever 
of the German Reich? 


A Yes. 


Q Of what component were you a member and 


durins what period of time? 
From the 14th November 1959 until the end of 


assign the accused number 23. 
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Hans Willig, state your full name. 


Hans Hillic. 

How old are you? 

24 years old. 

What is your residence? 
Doebeln Saxony. 


Nationality? 
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German. 
Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A Waffen SS from 1 February 1940 until 15th of 
April 1945, 
PRESIDENT: I assign the accused No. 24. 
Heinz Hofmann, state your full name. 
Heinz Hofmann. 
How old are you? 
21. 
What is your residence? 
Bonnbaeen, Hessia. 
Nationality? 
German. 
Were 
7erman Reich? 
Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a@ member and 
during wh&t period of thme? 
A March '43 until the end of the war in 
Waffen SS. 


PRESIDENT: I assign the accused no. 
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of 


Joachim Hofmann, state your full name. 

Joachim Hofmann. 

How old are you? 

19 years. 

What is your residence? 

Ostrau. 

Nationality? 

German. 

Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
German Reich? 

Yes. 

Of what component were you a member and 
what period of time? 

Waffen SS from 11 October 1943 until the 
the war. 

PRESIDENT; I assign the accused No. 26. 

Hubert Huber, state your full name. 

Hubert Huber. 

How old are you? 

37. 

What is your residence? 

Kabrun near Sell. 

Nationality? 


Austrian. 


the German Reich? 
Yes. 
Of what component’ were you a member and 
what period of time? 


Waffen SS 58 April 


assign the accuse 
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Siegfried Jakel, state your full name. 
Siegfried Jakel. 
How old are you? 


19 years. 


What is your residence? 


Neudorf. 
Nationality? 
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German. 
Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A Waffen SS from 20 December 1943 until the 
end‘of the war. 
PRESIDENT: I assign the accused no. 28. 
Benoni Junker, state your full name. 
Benoni Junker. 
How old are you? 
25 years. 
What is your residence? 
‘erlin. 
Nationality? 
German Reich. 


Were you ever & member of the armed forces 


Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A I was in the Waffen SS from 7th January 1940 
unfil 24 December 1944, 


assign the accused no. 2. 
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Friedel Kies, state your full name. 
Friedel Kies. 

How old are you? 

19. 

What is your residence? 
Radereichstaedt. 


Nationality? 
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German. 
Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 


A Yes. 


Q Of what component were you a member and during 


what period of time? 
A Waffen SS from the llth day of the 11th month 
1943 until the 24th of December 1944. 
PRESIDENT; I assign the accused no. 30. 
Gustav Knittel, state your full name. 
Gustav Knittel. 
How old are you? 
31 years. 
What is your residence? 
Neu Ulm, 


Nationality? 


what component were you,a member and 
time? 


2nd of Aygust 1934 until the 





Georg Kotzur, state your full name. 
Georg Kotzur. 

How old are you? 

20 years. 

Wheat is your residence? 

Raeibor. 


Nationality? 
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German. 
Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A Waffen SS from the 20th day of the 9th month 
1943 until the end of the war. 
PRESIDENT: I assign the accused no. 32. 
Fritz Kraemer, state your full name. 
Fritz Ludwig Karl Kraemer. 
How old are you? 
45 years. 
What is your residence? 
Matdeburt. 
Nationality? 
German. 
Were you 
of the German Rei 
A Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A From 1 May 1933 until 1/8°1944 T 


Nehrmacht. From 1/8 1944 
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member of the Waffen SS until the end of the war. 


PRESIDENT: TI assign the accused no. 335. 


Werner Kuhn, state your full name. 


Werner Kuhn. 


o - & 


How old are you? 

26 years. 

What is your residence? 
Saalfeld in Turania, 


Nationality? © 
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German Reich. 
Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a member and 
dupthe what period of time? 
A Waffen SS from September 5, 1959 until the 
end of the war. 
PRESIDENT; I assign the accused no. 34, 
Oskar Klingelhoefer, state your full name. 
Oskar Karl Jehn Klingelhoefer. 
How old are you? 
28. 
What is your residence? 
Braunschweit. 
Nationality? 
German. 
Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Heich? 
A Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a member and 


during what period of time? 
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A Waffen SS from November 1, 1937 until the 
of the war, 

PRESIDENT: I assign the accused no. 35. 
Erich Maute, state your full name. 

Erich Otto Maute. 

How old are you? 

24 years. 

What 1s your residence? 

Gross Terau,. 


Nationality? 
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German. 

Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 

A Yes. 

Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 

A Iwas in the Waffen SS from May 8, 1940 
until the end of the war. 
PRESIDENT; TI assign the accused no. 36. 
Arnold Mikolaschek, state your full name please. 
Arnold Mikolaschek. 
How old are you? 
20. 
What is your residence? 


Haerten Langen Bochum, West Phalia. 


‘ere you ever a member of the armed forces 
German Reich? 


Yes. 


Of what component were you a member and 


during what period ime? 





é 
A Waffen SS from the’ 2day of the 6th month 


1943 until the end of the war. 

PRESIDENT: I assign the accused no. 37. 
Anton Motzheim, state your full name. 
Anton Motzheim. 

How old are you? 

22 years. 

What is your residence? 

Rachen. 


Nationality? 
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German. 


Were you ever a member of the armed forces 


of the German Reich? 
A Yes. 
Q f what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A I was in the Waffen SS from the 16th of 
April 1942 until the end. 
PRESIDENT:» I assign the accused no. 38. 
Erich Munkemer, state your full name. 
Kurt Erich Munkemer. 
How old are you? 
25 years. 
What is your residence? 
Ascheberg in Holstein. 
Nationality? 
German. 
Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes. 
Q Of what compenent were you a member and 


during what period of time? 
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Waffen SS from 18 June 1940 until the end. 


PRESIDENT: I assign the accused no. 39. 
Gustav Neve, state your full name. 
Gustav Heinrich Neve. 

How old are you? 

20. 

What is your residence? 

Ascheberg in Holstein. 

Nationality? 


German Reich. 
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Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes, 
Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A From 29 January 1943 until the end in the 
Waffen SS. 
PRESIDENT; I assign the accused no. 40. 
Paul Hermann Ochmann, state your full name. 
Paul Hermann Ochmann. 
How old are you? 
32. 
What is your residence? 
Louisdorf in Silesia. 
Nationality? 
serman. 
Q Were you ever a member.of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes, 
Q Or what component were you a member and 


during what period of time? 


§3 
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A 1st of April 1936 until the end im the 
Waffen SS. 
PRESIDENT; I assign the accused no. 41. 

Joachim Peiper, state your full name. 

Joachim Peiper. 

How old are you? 

31. 

What is your residence? 

Arottach on the Tegensee,. 

Nationality? 

German, 
Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 

A Yes. 

Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 

A I was in the Waffen SS from October 1934 


until the end of the war, 


PRESIDENT: I assign the accused no. 42. 
Hans Pletz, state your full name. 
Hans Pletz. 

How old are 

21 years. 

What is 

Schongau 

Nationality? 

xserman Reich, 

forces 


"} Were you ever a member of the armed 


of the German Reich? 


A Yes. 


Q Of what component were you a member and 


during what period of time? 
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A From May 31, 1943 until the end of the 
war Waffen SS. 
PRESIDENT; -I assign the accused no. 45. 
Georg Preuss, state your full name. 
Georg Preuss. 
How old are you? 
26. 
What is your residence? 
Danzig. 
Nationality? 
German Reich. 
Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
German Reich? 
Yes. 
Of what component were you a member and 
what period of time? 
Waffen SS from 1 April 1939 until the 


end of the war. 


PRESIDENT: I assign the accused no. 44. 


Hermann Priess, state your full name. 
Hermann August Friedrich Priess. 
How old are you? 
44 Years. 
What is your residence? 
Eberspach. 
Nationality? 
German. 
Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes. 


Of what component were you & member and 
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during what period of time? 

A In the old 100,000 men army, the German 
Army from January 1919 to January 1930. In the Waffen 
SS from 1934 until the end of the war. 

PRESIDENT: I assign the accused ho. 45. 
Fritz Rau, state your full name. 

Fritz Rau. 

How old are you? 

18 years. 

What is your residence? 

Gross Gerau. 

Nationality? 


German, 


Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 


Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 

A Yes. 

Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 

A Waffen SS from 15th August 1944 until 23ra 
December 1944, 
PRESIDENT; TI assign the accused no, 46. 
Theo Rauh, state your full name please. 
Joachim Theo Rauh,. 
How old are you? 


27 years. 


Pockseorf. 
Nationality? 
German. 

Were you ever 


of the German Reich? 





A Yes. 

Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 

A October 2, 1939 until lst April '43 a member 
of the Luftwaffe Airforce. 1st April 1943 until 
24 December 1944 Waffen SS. 

PRESIDENT: I assign the accused no. 47. 
Heinz Rehagel, state your full name. 
Heinz Rehagel. 

How old are you? 

25. 

What is your residence? 


Wurtzburg. 


Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 


Nationality? 


> 


German. 

Q Were you ever a member of the armed 
of the German Reich? 

A Yes. 

Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 

A January 7, 1940 until May 31, 1943 
Luftwaffe, 1st April 1943 until the end of the war 
Waffen SS. 

I assign the accused no. 48, 
Rolf Roland Reiser, state your full nama? 
Rolf Roland Reiser. 
How old are you? 
25. 
What is your residence? 


Hermannstadt, Rumania. 





Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 


of the German Reich? 


A Yes. 
& Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A Waffen SS, 15th July 1942 until the end of 
the war. 
PRESIDENT: I assign you no. 49. 
Wolfgang Richter, state your full naire. 
Wolfgang Richter. 
How old are you? 
20 years. 
What is your residence? 
Jena in Turania. 
Nationality? 
German. 
we Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A Waffen SS from 15th August 1944 until 24th 
December 1944, 
PRESIDENT: I assign the accused no. 50. 


Max Rieder, state your full name. 


How old are you? 

21 years. 

What is your residence? 

Rott on the Inn near Rosenheim. 
Nati mnality? 


verman. 





Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 

Yes. 

Of what component were you a member and 
what period of time? 

Waffen SS from October 1942 until the 
the war. 

PRESIDENT; I assign the accused No, 51. 

Rolf Ritzer, state your full name. 

Rolf Ritzer. 

How old are you? 


22. 


What is your residence? 


Nuernberg. 
Nationality? 
German. 
Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A Waffen SS from 1 March 1942 until the 
end of the war. 
PRESIDENT: I assign the accused no. 
Axel Rodenburg, state your full name. 
Axel Walter Paul Theodore Rodenburg. 
How old are you? 
21 years. 
What is your residence? 
Hamburg Altona. 
Nationality? 


German Reict 





Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 


A Yes. 


Q Of what component were you a member and 


during what period of time? 
A I was in the Waffen SS from 1 April 1942 
until the end of the war. 
PRESIDENT; I assign the accused no. 53. 
Erich Rumpf, state your full name. 
Karl Willi Erich Rumpf. 
How old are you? 
24 years. 
Wheat is your residence? 
Radeboll near Dresden. 
Nationality? 
A German Reich. 
Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A - Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A Waffen SS from 22nd September 1939 until 
the end. 
PRESIDENT: I assign the accused no. 54, 
Willi Schaefer, state your fvll name. 
Wil1lt Schaefer. 
How old are you? 
25. 
What is your residence? 
Wiesbaden. 


Nationality? 





A German. 


Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A I was in the Waffen SS from April_1940 
until the end. 
PRESIDENT: I assign the accused no. 55. 
Rudolf Schwambach, state your full name. 
Rudolf Schwambach. 
How old are you? 
25 years. 
What is your residence? 
Deinberg. 
Natisnality? 
German. 
Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes. 
Q Of what component were you & member and 
during what period of time? 
A 27 March 1940 until 24 December 1944 


I was a member of the Waffen § 


How old are you? 
39 years. 


“hat is your residence? 





German. 
Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes. , 
Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A Waffen SS from the 19th day of the 9th month 
1939 until 20 April 1945. 
PRESIDENT; TI assign the accused no. 57. 
Oswald Siegmund, state your full name. 
Oswald Stegmund. 
How old are you? 
23 years. 
What is your residence? 
Reichenberg in Sudetenland. 
Nationality? 
German. 
Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 


A Yes. 


Of what component were you a member and 


@ what period of time? 

15th September 1940 until the end of the 
war Waffen SS. 

PRESIDENT: I assicn the 

Franz Sievers, state your 
Franz August Sievers. 
How old are you? 
31 years. 
hat is your residence? 
Oldenburg in Holstein. 


Nationality? 
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A German Reich. 
Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German*Reich? 
A Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A Waffen SS from 15 April 1936 until the end 
of the war. 
PRESIDENT: I assign the accused no. 59. 
Hans Siptrett, state your full name. 
Hans Walter Siptrett. 
How old are you? 
26 years. 
What is your residence? 
Martin Rodan in Turanie. 
Nationality? 
German. 
Were youever a member Of the armed 
of the German Reich? 


A Yes. 


Q Of what component were you a member and 


during what period of time? 
& From 1 November 1938 until the end of the 
war I was a member of the Waffer 8. 


SIDENT: I assign the accused no. 


How old are y 

20 years. 

What is your residence? 
Trossen near Frankfurt Ode 


Nationality? 
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A German. 

Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 

A Yes. 

Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time! 

A May 1, 1943 until the end of the war in 
the Waffen Ss. 

PRESIDENT; I assign the sccused no. 61. 


Werner. Sternebeck, state your full name. 


Werner Willi Philip Sternebeck. 


How old are you? 
25 years, 
What is your residence? 
Dommich Elbe. 
Nationality? 
German Reich. 
Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A Waffen SS from 12 April 1937 until the 
end of the war. 
PRESIDENT: [ assign the 
Heinz Stickel, state 
Heinz Stickel. 
How old are you? 
20 years. 
1r residence? 
Markroelitz. 


Nationality? 





| rrre3 A German. 


Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A Waffen SS from 20 December 1943 until 
24 December 1944, 
PRESIDENT: I assign the accused no. 63. 
Herbert Stock, state your full name. 
Herbert Stock. 
How old are you? 
20 years. 
Wheat is your residence? 
Detmarn. 
Nationality? 
German. 
Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A Waffen SS from 11 October 1943 until 
7 March 1945. 
PRES $ B ign the accused no. 
Erwin Szyperski, state your full name. 
Erwin Szyperski. 
How old are you? 
21 years. 
What is your residence? 
Benndorf Hammeln. 


Nationality? 





German. 
Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A From 1 March 1934 until the end of the war 
in the Waffen SS. 
PRESIDENT: I assign the accused no. 65. 
Edmund Tomezak, state your full name. 
Edmund Anton Tomezak. 
How old are you? 
25 years. 
What is your residence? 
Duisburg - Hamborn. 
Nationality? 
German. 
Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A From 1/9 1941 until July 1944 with the 


Luftwaffe Air Force and from July 1944 until 15 


August 1944 with the regular army. From 18 August 


1944 until the end « the war with the Waffen 
PRESIDENT: I assign the accused no. 
Heinz Tomhardt, state your full name. 
Heinz Tomhardt. 
How old are you? 
24 years. 


Whateis your residence? 
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Witten on the Ruhr. 
Nationality? 
German. 
Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A Waffen SS from 27 March 1940 until the 
end of the war. 
PRESIDENT: I assign the accused no. 67. 
August Tonk, state your full name. 
August Tonk. 
How old are you? 
35 years. 
What is your residence? 
Berlin. 
Nationality? 
German. 
Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
German Reich? 
Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a@ member and 
during what period of time? 
A Waffen SS from Aucust 1933 until March 1937. 
a March 1940 until the r 
PRESIDENT; I assign the accused no, 68 
Hans Trettin, state your full name. 
Hans Trettin. 
How old are you? 
19 years. 


What is your residence? 
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Breso in Pomerania, 
Nationality? 
German Reich. 
Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A I was a member of the Waffen SS from 5/7/43 
until the end of the war. 
PRESIDENT; I assign the accused no. 69. 
Johann Wasenberger, state your full name. 
Johann Wasenberger. 
How old are you? 
19 years. 
What is your residence? 
Kronberg near Vienna, 


Nationality? 


Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 


Austrian. 

Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 

Yes. 

Of what component were you a member and 
z what period of time? 

15 February 1944 until 24 December 1944. 

PRESIDENT s assign the accused no. 70. 

Gunther Weiss, state your full name. 

Gunther Martin Weiss. 

How old are you? 

21 years. 


What is 3 





Lausch Gruen in the Voigtlahd. 
Nationality? 
German, 
Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A Waffen SS from 1 March 1943 until 24 December 
1944. 
PRESIDENT: I assign the accused no. 71. 
Erich Werner, state your full name. 
Erich Werner. 
How old are you? 
21. 
What is your residence? 
Memmleben in Turania. 
Nationality? 
German. 
Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Rei 
A Yes. 
Of what component were you a member and 


during what period of time? 


was in the Waffen SS from 20/8/42 until 


tn the accused no. 72. 
Otto Wichmann, state your full name. 
Otto Wichmann. 
How old are you? 
26 years. 
What 


Insterburg 





Q Nationality? 

A German. 

Q Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 

A Yes. 

Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 

A I was in the Waffen SS from 1 October 1938 
until the end of the war. 
PRESIDENT: I assign the accused no. 73, 
Paul Zwigart, state your full name. 
Paul Josef Zwigart. 
How old are you? 
24 years. 
What is your residence? 
Freiburg in Barden. 


Nationality? 


Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 


German, 


& 


Were you ever a member of the armed forces 
of the German Reich? 
A Yes. 
Q Of what component were you a member and 
during what period of time? 
A I was a member of the Waffen 
November 1939 until the end of the war. 
the accused no. 74. 
You are advised under the law of Military 
Government you are entitled to the following: 
(To interpreter) Willyou translate that please? 
To have in advance of the trial a copy of 
the Charge upon which you will be tried, to be present 


at your trial, to give evidence, and to examine, or 


TO 





cross-examine any witness, to consult a lawyer before 
trial, and to conduct your own defense, or to be 
represented at the trial by a lawyer of your own 
choice, subject to the right of this court to debar 
any person from”appearing before it. In any case in 
which a sentence of death may be imposed, to be 
represented by an officer of the United States 
forces. To bring with you to your trial such 
material witnesses in your defense as you may wish, 
or to have them summoned by the court, at your 
request, if practicable. To apply to the court for 
an adjournment, where necessary, to enable you to 
prepare your defense.» To have the proceedings 
translated when you are otherwise unable to under- 
stand the language in which they are conducted. In 
the event of conviction to file a petition setting 
forth the grounds why the findines and sentence should 
be set aside, or modified. 

Do you understand? 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: May it please the Court, 
on behalf of the accused, they desire to answer in 
the affirmative. 

PRESIDENT: you now ready for trial in 
this case? 

= COUNSEL; May it please the Jourt, 
onsbehalf of the accused they desire to answer in 
the affirmative except at the proper time a motion 
for severance will be made. 
Has a copy of the Charge sheet 


been served upon yow prior to the trial? 


DEFENSE MUNSEL: May it please the Court 





on behalf of the accused they desire to answer in 
the affirmative. 
PRESIDENT: TI will now read to you the 
Charges and Particulars. 
(Whereupon the Charges and Particulars were 
read to the accused.) 
PRESIDENT: Court will be recessed for 


50 minutes. 


(Whereupon the Court at 1515 hours recessed. ) 





(Whereupon the Court reconvened at 15/5 hours 16 May 1916.) 


PRESIDENT: Court will come to order. 

PROSECUTION: If the Court please, let the record show that all 
members of the Court, Defense counsel, Prosecution, the defendants, 
and the reporter are present. 

(Whereupon the interpreter read the charge and particulars, in 
German, to the accused.) 

PRESIDENT: The above charges are referred for trial to the 
General Military Court appointed by paragraph 2, Special Order No. 
90, Headquarters Third United States Army, dated 9 April 1916, to be 
held at Dachau, Germany, on or about 2 May 19146, by command of Lt. 
Gen. Keyes, W. G. Caldwell, Col., Adjutant General's Department, Act~ 
ing Adjutant Generel. 

(To accused) Do you understand the charge? 

DEFENSE: May it please the Court, on behalf of the accused, they 
desire to answer in the affirmative. 

May it further please the Court, it is the desire of the De- 
fense at this time that a motion which has been prepared will be de- 
livered by Capt. Narvid, covering ss subject of severance. 

CAPT. NARVID: If it please the Court, counsel for the Defense, 
on behalf of all the accused, respectfully moves this Court thst this 
case be divided into two separate trials and severed into two distinct 
groups of defendants. All of the accused are Waffen SS soldiers ac~ 
cused of offenses alleged to have been committed while operating to- 
gether as members of a certain militery force and while engaged in a 
definite military operation. The members of this militery force in- 
cluded all of the various grades of soldiers! ranks and represent all 
echelons of command. 

The reasons for two separate trials and a severence into two 
groups are es follows: 

1. The defense of certain of the offenders will necessrrily 


be antagonistic to thet of others. 
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2. There will be an unavoidable conflict of interests among 
the accused. 

3+ There will be a shifting of culpability and a casting of 
burdens from one accused to the other. That is inevitable, and the 
Defense should be permitted to develop varying degrees of participation 
in the incidents wherein it has been alleged that the accused violated 
the laws and usages of war. It cannot be said at the very outset that 
the accused were operating in a common design and that they were co- 
conspirators. Conceivably, the actors played separate roles and had 
sailor or minor parts giving them different degrees of responsibility. 
None of those things can be aaertainea if all the accused are required 
to sit in a trial together, risking the accusation of one group against 


another. 


. A triel of 7) accused at the same time, all being on 


widely different levels of military authority, will lead to confusion. 
Further, it will be difficult for the Court to determine exactly what 
is proved against each, or what is offered by way of defense or mitiga- 
tion by each accused, 

The Defense suggests that a practical and fair basis of 
grouping would be to divide the accused into the following groups: 

Group 1: All those accused charged with the giving or pub- 
lishing of orders to shoot prisoners of war or Allied civilians and/or 
aiding and abetting in the giving of such orders or being responsible 
therefor. 

Group 2: All those sccused who are charged with actual 
participation in the shooting or killing of prisoners of war or Allied 
civilians. 


May it please the Court, I wuld like to add®to what I have 


The Defense respectfully requests that, in considering this 


motion, the Court should not pass on the principle of superior command 
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as a defense ar as mitigation. The motion should be considered solely 
on grounds of fairness and expediency. The trial of the accused as 
presently constituted would be most unfair and prejudicial to their 
rights, since not only would they have to defend themselves against 
the accusations of the Prosecution, but, also, one accused would have 
to defend himself against another. Wot only would they have to cross- 
examine the Prosecution's witnesses, but they would have to engage in 
extensive cross-exemination emohgst themselves, Furthermore, and even 
more important, is where one defendant accuses another and then chooses 
not to take the stand, the defendant accused will be deprived of his 
most paramount right, to-wit, the right to cross-exmine the accuser. 
It is epparent how a trial of the accused as presently con- 
stituted, with one accused involving enother end cross-examination 
amongst themselves, would only confuse the issues and complicate the 
trial. By this motion, the Defense desires nothing more then to expe- 
dite the trial, and not delay it; to have a clear, smooth trial without 
depriving the accused of any of their most essential rights. 


The ideal situation, from recognized criminal procedure, in a 


case where mo conspiracy is alleged, is to sever the case into 7), dis= 


tinct trials. The Defense concedes that this is not practical and 
recommends the next best practical solution: two separate trials com- 
posed of 60 accused charged with actual killing and 1), accused charged 
merely with being responsible therefor. 

I might add, let us first determine if the alleged killings 
took place and who committed them before even considering the question 
of responsibility therefor. 

The Defense is now prepared to go to trial with respect to 
the 60 accused charged with ectual participation in the alleged killings. 

Thank you. 

PROSECUTION: If the Court please, do any other Defense counsel 
wish to argue ‘this question before we answer? 


DEFENSE: Not as far as the Defense is soncerned. 
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PROSECUTION: If not, Capt. Shumacker will answer for the Prose=- 
cution. 

CAPT. SHUMACKER: The Defense has moved the Court for a severance 
of the accused as the defendants in this case. We should like to point 
out again, if the Court please, that we have charged that the accused 
acted together as parties concerned. They are thus charged as joint 


perpetrators. 


It is conceivable, of course, that some of the accused might 


urge as their defense that they acted on superior orders of some of the 
co-accused. These accused might deny having given such orders. Such 
defenses are not common or sympathetic, but, we submit, are not so an= 
tagonistic as to prejudice the substantial rights of any accused. 

Furthermore, if it be true, as alleged in the charge, thet 
the named accused acted together in this shooting and killing of 
prisoners of war, each accused became a cog-wWheel in a monstrous 
Slaughter machine. Now each such cog-wheel or group of such cog-wheels 
comes into court and demands a severance as a matter of right because 
their teeth mesh less smoothly when they drip with blood than when 
oiled with prospects of victory. If the charge that this multi-pronged 
violetion of the laws of war, jointly engaged in by all the accused, 
4s supported by the evidence -- if, in other words, our charge be true -- 
the Defense is, in effect, insisting that each individual, or at least 
certain groups, should be tried separately because the roles they 
played in the bloody tragedy varied or stemmed from wmsympathetic, if 
not antagonistic, sources. They demand, we submit, a retailing of 
justice for wholesele slaughter. 

Beyond recent «war crimes trials, precedent for joint trials 
of sugh large numbers is probably rare. I, is good that it is so, for 
when in the history of civilised warfare has there been such a reversion 
to sadistic barbarism as is implied in the charge? Precedent is a 
valuable aid in the administration of justice, but not a shackle by 


which the ends of justice are to be thwarted. 
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On this point the case is closely analogous to the riot and 
mob violence cases that have come before our om state and federal 
courts. The Supreme Court has consistently upheld the discretion of 
the trial courts in denying the motions for severance in stich cases. 
It is very well settled that the question of granting a severance as 
between defendants jointly indicted is a matter that rests entirely 
within the discretion of the court. 

The Prosecution submits that a joint trial of all accused 
will deprive no accused of his substantial rights, and that no injus- 
tice will be done thereby, but that, on the other hand, separate 
trials for each accused or for several groups of them would not only 
entail unnecessary expenditure of scarce professional effort, great 
repetition in the calling of witnesses and the presentation of evi- 
dence, end interminable delay, but such trials would make a mockery of 
our supposed straight-jacketed Anglo-American system of jurisprudence. 

We respectfully insist, therefore, that a wise and just exer- 
cise of disoretion by the Court demands a single trial of ell the ac- 
cused, end that the motion for severance should be overruled. 

CAPT. NARVID: If it please the Court, with respect to precedent, 
may I state that there is no precedent that can be quoted for this case. 
This case is without precedent. It cannot be said there is any simi- 
larity between a concentration camp case -- a case involving brutality 
and killings during a long period of time under normal conditions, 
prior to the war and during the war. In those cases, not only was in- 
ternational law violated, but the laws of humanity, by civilians or 
military authority, were violated. 

The incidents in this case occurred during the most desperate 
combat situation in the history of this war. There is no basis for 
asserting that there was any common design in it. Killings occurred in 
Stavelot and Petit Thier which hed no relationship with each other. 
Numerous incidents alleged had no relationship with the others with re- 


Spect to personnel involved, commanding officers or men. 
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This is not a case where government officials or general 


staff is charged with planning a war which shows or indicates a common 


design, and then the crimes are alleged as a result of that design. 


This is a case involving a series of isolated, unrelated incidents, 

As I have stated previously, I respectfully ask this Court 
to grent this motion for severance, Severance is a matter of discre= 
tion with the Court. This will not delay the trial, but, in the 
opinion of the Defense, expedite it, since it will avoid extensive, 
unnecessary cross-exemination among acoused and will preclude a denial 
of the most essential right of all accused, to-wit, the right to cross- 
examine the accuser. 

Thank you. 

CAPT. SHUMACKER: Nothing further, if it please the Court. 

If the Court please, I would like to make this one further 
observation: 

It is asserted, in argument by counsel, that the practical 
way to try this case is to divide the defendants into two groups. He 
Suggests, as I understand it, that these groups bs composed, first, of 
those who gave orders, and secondly, those who perpetrated or committed 
the actual overt acts. Such a suggestion solves absolutely nothing. 
In the first place, in one group you might have a battalion commander 
who gave orders, and his pletoon leader w! se fc co the 
platoon leader is going to insist thet his participation, his aiding 
end abetting, in this crime was done onthe érders of his battalion 
commender. 

In thé sécond plece, we 
thet has been suggested as aiding and abetting in the crime. We expect 
the proof to show that their eiding and abetting consisted in the giv~ 
ing of orders. They, therefore, become accessories before the fact. 

It is elementery, now, that an sccessory before the fact is 
equally guilty as e principal. And how are we going to show that a 


man who gave en order was responsible es an acceésory before the fect, 
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tried as e principal for the killing of prisoners of war, if we don't 
try the case et one time and show that prisonera of war were killed? 

One further observation, if it please the Court: It is 
asserted by the Defense that these are unconnected events that took 
place. That does not go to the pleading, but goes to the proof. The 
Prosecution expects to show that they were quite connected, and were 
not disconnected, isolated events. 

Nothing further for the Prosecution. 

COL. ROSENFELD: There being no objection by the Court, the Law 

Member will render the decision in behalf of the President. 

The granting of e motion for severance is within the discre- 
tion of the Court. The Court, in the instant case, is guided by the 


decision in the Dachau case, which has been upheld on review, where 


over 0 accused were tried at one time, and the decision in the recently 


completed Mauthausen case, in which 61 accused were tried. The Court 

is further guided by Section 2 of the Technical Manual for Legel and 
Prison Officers, page 20, paragraph 205, wherein it is stated that these 
courts are designed to establish a system of justice which, in the in- 
terest of military security, is speedy, effective, and unhampered by 
unnecessary technicalities, and which, at the same time, manifestly 
conforms to the high standards of Anglo-American justice. 

Beering in mind the sbove rule, and further bearing in mind 
the previously-mentioned Dechau and Mauthausen ceses, the motion for 
severance is denied. 

DEFENSE: May it please the Court, at this time it is the desire 
of the Defense counsel to present to this Court e motion to make the 
bill of particulars more certain. Lt. Wahler will read this motion to 
the Court. 

LT. WAHLER: In our pleadings there is set forth what we term a 
specific bill of particulars, deted 8 April 1946. Wow, I believe you 
wit} find thet the ‘chatges are attached to your dossier -- that is, if 


you wil] refer to Valentin Bersin, he is charged with one or two indi- 
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vidual offenses. Now, our bill of particulars which was served on us 


has listed the name and enumerated the charge against each individual. 


Now, that is what we are referring to as the specific bill of particu- 
lars, _ 

The defendants, by their duly appointed Defense counsels, 
move the Court to quash certain portions of the bill of particulars 
dated 8 April 1916, heretofore filed against them as a part of the 
perticulars of the first charge of the charge sheet dated 11 April 
196, and as pert of the perticulars of the first charge of the sSupple- 
mental charge sheet dated 17 April 1916, or, in the alternative, for a 
rule on the Prosecution to file a more particularized bill of particu- 
lers, for the following reasons; 

The particulars of the first charge of the charge sheet and 
supplemental charge sheet dated 11 April end 17 April 196 are identi- 
cal. They fail to disclose the specific incidents and dates of offenses 
with which the defendants have been charged. The particulars allege a 
blenket indictment ageinst all of the defendants for a series of un- 
connected events which occurred between a specified period of time ~- 
namely, 16 December 19)); to and including 13 January 1915. 

The Prosecution, anticipating s motion of this type, served 
the defendants’ duly appointed counsel with a separate bill of partieue 
lars bearing the dete of 6 April 1946. This separate bill of perticulars 
has been made o part of the dossiers and the pleadings in this case. 

The separate bill of particulars bears the following intro- 
ductory paragraph: 

"The Prosecution submits, without being limited 
thereby, the following list of offenses which it expects 
to prove against the accused named herein:" 

Such a limitation is without precedent in proper pleading. 
The separate bill of perticulars has become part of the particulars of 
the first cherge of the charge sheet dated 11 April 196 and the 


pertioulers. of the. finst, charge of the. cherge, sheet dated 17 April 191,46. 
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The Prosecution should be bound and limited as to proof by the particue 
lars as set forth in this separate bill of particulers. 

It is, therefore, requested and submitted that this phrase 
"without being limited thereby" be stricken from the separate bill of 


particulars dated 8 April 19,6, end that the Prosecution will be 


limited in its scope of proof to the charges therein set forth. Should 


the Prosecution desires to go beyond the cherges therein contained, 
their proper remedy *would be to submit a request to the Court and, with 
the Court's permission, amend their separate bill of particulars dated 
8 April 1946. By this method of procedure, the Defense will not be 
subjected to the element of surprise or having to enticipate evidence 
which may go beyond the scope of the separate bill of particulers. 
The Defense further specifically objects to the following 

charges listed in the separate bill of particulars, dated 6 April 1916, 
against the following-named defendents; 

Friedrich Christ, Obersturmfuehrer (1st Lt.), Company Commander 


@nd Pz. Cos, 1st Bn., lst SS Pz. Regt., LSSAH 


Para. 5. Was responsible for the shootings of prisoners 
of war by men of his company between 16 December 19); and 13 January 
19h5. 


Josef Diefenthal, Sturmbannfuehrer (Major), Battalion Commander 
rd Bn., Pz. Gr. Regt., LSSAH 


Para. ). Was responsible for the Shootings of prisoners 
of war by men of his battalion between 16 December 19); and 13 Jenuary 


195.6 


Hans Hennecke, Untersturmfuehrer (2nd Lt.), Platoon Leader 
Tst Plo, lst Pz. Co., 1st Bn., lst SS Pz. Regt., LSSAH 


Par. 6. Was responsible for the shootings of prisoners of 


war and allied civilians by men of his platoon between 16 December 


1ghh and 13 Jenuery 19),5. 


Benoni J r, Obersturmfuehrer (lst Lt 
~Co., lst Bn., lst SS Pz. Regt 
Para. 2. Was responsible for the shootir es of prisoners 
war and allied civilians by men of his company between 16 December 
and 13 January 19))5. 


Erich Muenkemer, Untersturmfuehrer (2nd Lt.), Platoon Leader 
3rd Pl., 7th Pz. Co., lst Bn., lst SS Pz.Regt., LSSAH 
Para. 2. Wet responsible for the Shootings of prisoners of 
war by men of his platoon between 16 December 19); and 13 Jenuary 
195+ 
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Joachim Peiper, Standartenfuehrer (Col.), Regimental Commander 
Ist SS Pz. Regt., (Bettle Group Peiper) LSSAH 


Pare. 7. Was responsible for the shootings of prisoners of 
war and allied civilians by men of his regiment and battle group be- 
tween 16 December 19); and 13 January 191,5. 


Georg Preuss, Hauptsturmfuehrer (Capt.), Company Commender 
th Pz. Gr. Co., 3rd Bn., Qnd Pz. Gr. Regt., LSSAH 


Para. 3. Wes responsible for the shootings of prisoners of 
by men of his company between 16 December 19)), and 13 January 1915. 


Hoing Rehagel, Untersturmfuehrer (2nd Lt.), Platoon Leeder 
Ist Pl., 7th Pz. Co., lst Bn., lst 88 Pz.Regt., LSSAH 


Para. 3. Was responsible for the shootings of prisoners of 
by men of his platoon between 16 December 19); and 13 January 19,5. 


Erich Rumpf, Obersturmfuehrer (1st Lt.), Company Commander 
Oth Pz. Pi. Co., lst SS Pz. Regt., LSSAH 


Pera. 6. Was responsible for the shootings of prisoners of 
and allied civilians by men of his company between 16 December 19h 
13 January 19))5. 


Franz Sievers, Obersturmfuehrer (lst Lt.), Company Commander 
3rd Pz. Pi. Co., 1st Pi. Bn., LSSAH i 


Para. 1. Was responsible for the shootings of prisoners of 
by men of his company between 16 December 19),); and 13 January 191,5. 


Hans Siptrett, Hauptscharfuehrer (u/sgt.), Platoon Leader 
3rd Pl., 7th Pz. Co., lst Bn., lst SS Pz. Regt., LSSAH 


Para. 3. Was responsible for the shootings of prisoners of 
by men of his platoon between 16 December 19), and 13 January 19))5. 


Heinz Tomhardt, Obersturmfuehrer (1st Lt.), Company Commander 
Pz. Gr. Cos, 3rd Bn., 2nd Pz. Gr. Regt., LSSAH 


Para. 2. Was responsible for the shootings of prisoners of 


and allied civilians by men of his company between 16 December 19)j); 
13 January 1915. 


Hermann Priess, Gruppenfuehrer (Lt. Gen.), Commanding General 
Tst SS Pz. Corps, 6th SS Pz. Army 


Para. 2. Was responsible for the shootings of prisoners of 
war and allied civilians by officers and men of Combat Group Peiper 
between 161 mber 19), and 13 January 1915. 


Hans Gruhle, Hauptsturmfuehrer (Capt.), Adjutant 
st SS Pz. Regt., LSSAH 
Para. . Was res; 
war and allied civilians * 
December 191); and 13 January 
Oskar Klingelhoefer, Hauptsturmfuehrer (Capt.), Company Commander 
3 iz. Coo, It Bn., Ist SS Pz. Regt., LSSAH 
Para. 2. Was responsible for the shootings of prisoners of 
war by men of his company between 16 December 19); and 13 January 1915. 


Heinz Hendel, Haiptscherfuehrer (M/Sgt.), Platoon Leader 
@nd Pl., llth Pz. Gr. Co., 3rd Bn., nd Pze.Gr.sRegt., LSSAH 


Para. 2. Was responsible for the shootings of prisoners of 
war and allied civilians by men of his platoon between 16 December 19}; 
and 13 January 1915. 
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Josef (Sepp) Dietrich, Generaloberst (Gen.), Army Commander 
6th SS Pe. Army 
Para. 2. Was responsible for the shootings of prisoners of 
war and allied civilians by officers and men of Combat Group Peiper 
between 16 December 19)); and 13 January 1945. 


Friedel Bode, Unterscharfuehrer (Sgt.), Group Leeder 
Mud Pl., 3rd Pz. Pi. Co., 1st Pi. Bn., LSSAH 


Para, 3. Was responsible for the shootings of prisoners of 
war by mén of his group between 16 December 191), and 13 January 1945. 


Gustav Knittel, Sturmbennfuehrer (Maj.), Bn. Commander 
TS= Recon. Bn., LSSAH 


Para. 4. Was responsible for the shootings of prisoners of 
warand allied civilians by officers and men of his battalion between 
16 December 19h); and 13 January 19)\5. 


Arndt Fischer, Untersturmfuehrer (2nd Lt.), Adjutant 
——I5T Bn., Ist SS Pz. Regt., LSSAH 


Para. 2. Was responsible for the shootings of prisoners of 
war end allied civilians by officers and men of the 1st Battalion 
between 16 December 19), and 13 January 19))5. 


Kurt Briesemeister, Unterscherfuehrer (Sgt.), Tank Commander 
Tst PI., lst Pz. Co., lst Bn., lst SS Pz. Regt., LSSAH 


Para. |}. Was responsible for the shootings of prisoners of 
war and allied civilians by men of his tenk crew between 16 December 
19) and 13 Januery 19145. 


Manfred Coblenz, Obersturmfuehrer (1st Lt.), Company Commander 
“tnd Co., 1st Recon. Bn., LSSAF 


Para. 2. Was responsible for the shootings of prisoners of 
war and allied civiliens by officers and men of his company between 
16 December. 19), and 13 January 195. 


Fritz Kraemer, Brigadefuehrer (Brig. Gen.), Chief of Staff 
~ 6th SS Pz. Army 


Para. 2. Was responsible for the shootings of prisoners of 
war and allied civilians by officers and men of Combat Group Peiper 
between 16 December 19),); and 13 January 195. 

The above charges follow e general pattern of a blanket ine 
dictment against the above-named defendants, alleging responsibility 
for the shooting of prisoners of war and allied civilians by men of 
their respective units during the period from 16 December 19);); to 13 
January 1945. 

The Defense contends that these charges are too indefinite 
and vague and, therefore, preclule the accused fromeprepsring an ade= 
quate defense. 


The following controlling guide for this Court is found in 


Section 6, subparagraph (2), Subject: Rules of Procedure in Military 
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Government Courts, page 3, Technical Manual for Legal and Prison 
Officers, Second Edition, subject: Military Government, Germany, as 
follows: 
"Each charge shall discuss one offense only and shall be 
pertioularized sufficiently to identify place, time and 
the subject matter of the alleged offense, and shall 
Specify the provisions under which the offense is charged." 
The place or incident, as well as the date of the offense, 
with which the accused are charged, as hereinebove set forth, is not 
sufficiently partioularized as required by the above section. 
For this reason, it is respectfully requested that the 
charges referring to the above-named defendants be stricken on the 


grounds that they are too indefinite and vague to apprise the respec- 


tive defendants of the crimes for which they are being charged, end 


that the phrase "without being limited thereby" be stricken. 


With the Court's permission, the Defense has no objection to 
the amendment of the supplemental bill of particulars by the Prosecution 
to meet these objections, but, eat the same time, allowing the Defense to 
prepare an adequate defense to the amended charges, if they are made. 

PROSECUTION: If the Court please, do any other Defense counsel 
wish to argue this motion? 

DEFENSE: Nos 

PROSECUTION: If not, Capt. Shumeacker will again answer for the 
Prosecution. 

CAPT. SHUMACKER: If it please the Court, a motion hes been filed 
by the defendants to quash the charge or, in the alternetive, for a rule 
to require the Prosecution to file e bill of particulars. The numerous 
reasons for the motion may be fairly summarized, we believe, as follows; 

1. The charge and particulars fail to disclose the specific 
incidents and date of offenses for which the defendants have been charged, 

2. The particulars ellege a blanket indictment against all 
of the defendants for a series’ of unconnected events. 

3. The charges are too indefinite and vegue and, therefore, 


preclude the accused from preparing an adequate defense. 
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In reply, the Prosecution submits that it is a fundamental 
rule of pleading that the offense alleged need not be stated with any 
more definiteness then the nature of the offense permits. It is be- 
lieved, and the Prosecution insists, that this rule has been complied 
with. The period of time alleged is comparatively short -- 29 days, 
to be exact. The places named, though twelve in number, form a come 


paratively small area, of which fact the Court may end will, we assume, 


take judicial knowledge -- many of them being small villages a few 


kilometers spart. 

The nature of the offense is certainly clear: the ill-treat 
ment, shooting end killing of members of the armed forces of the United 
States of America and of Allied civilians. 

The Supreme Court of the United States, in In re Yamashita, 


"Obviously charges of violations of the law of war triable 
before a military tribunal need not be stated with the preci- 
sion of a common lew indictment. Cf. Collins v. McDonald, 
supra, 120, But we conclude that the allegations of the 
charge, tested by any reasonable standard, adequately alleges 
a violation of the lew of war and that the commission had 
authority to try and decide the issue which it raised. Cf. 


Dealy v. United States, 152 U. S. 539; Williamson v. United 
States COT U.S, TPS, lik?) Giesser v. Ualted States, 315 U. 
Bs'O0, 66, a ces cited. ©. SS 
What is the real purpose of a charge or an indictment? Its 
prime purpose, of course, is to inform the accused or the defendant of 
the crime with which he is charged with sufficient definiteness so that 
he can prepare his defens Can it be seriously contended t any 
accused before this Court, when the charge was cerved upon him and a 
jormen translation wes handed to him, did not know 
r understend the offense with which he 
accused knows whether or not he was eat or in the vicinity of 
places alleged between 16 December 19), and 13 January 195. Certainly 
each accused knows whether or no 2 at bused ortured, 
shot, or ki i fenericean prisone wer or A ad civiliens at such 
places r 2e Period allege: end he knows whether or not he per- 


mitted, encouraged, aided, abetted, or participated therein, 
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It is true that the charge is a blenket or mass indictment. 
The offense elleged is likewise mass shooting end killing. It is 
clear from the charge thet the operetion of the accused wes a continu- 


ing one as to both time and place; thet the shooting and killing of 


Americen prisoners of war and Allied civilians was a continuing 


criminal act. The fact that the victims were numerous or ocourred 
from the time they first met the Americans until their retreat does 
not, we submit, meke the operation end the criminal act a series of 
unconnected events requiring e separate charge for each accused as to 
each victim. 

Suppose one of the accused wes e company commander and, as 
such, gave an order to his men prior to an offensive to teke no prison- 
ers of war, or that they and Allied civilians should be shot. Suppose 
that, pursuent to said order, men in his company did shoot prisoners 
of war -= not one prisoner, but several -- not at one place on one 
date, but at several pleces on different dates. Is it not true that 
the instigation of murder by the issuance of such an order wes singular 
insofer as a criminal offense is concerned? 

The act is analogous to a situation where A, the leader of 
an arson gang, issues instructions to B, C, D, E and F, members of his 
gang, to set fire to a hotel, or to every hotel in the county. Orders 
are carried out and a thousand people burn to death. Is the death of 
each victim a separate offense for which each member of the geng must 
be indicted and tried separately? We sre confident the question e 
itself. 

As stated above, we cha that the accused ected together 
in the shooting and killing of prisoners of war and Allied civiliens. 
That this offense was, in fact and in effect, a single, continping 
criminal operation is a matter of proof, and the Prosecution is prepared 
to prove the charge by ample end competent evidence. 

There is reference in defendents' motion to a bill of par- 


ticulers that was served upon Chief Comsel for the Defense at the time 
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the charges were served, and it is stated that same is a pert of the 
pleadings. The so-celled bill of particulers was simply a statement 


of whet we expected to prove was the part each accused played in the 


perpetration of the offense as charged. It gave the unit, rank, etc., 


as to each accused. With this materiel, the Defense was likewise 
hended a narrative statement containing information as to the route of 
march of the German column, the component elements of the column, ete, 
Defense counsel was likewise furnished with a copy of the I. G. report 
and the Shaef Report govering the massacre of American prisoners at 

the crossroads south of Malmedy. At e later date, Defense counsel was 
given copies of almost all of the confessions in the hands of the Prose- 
cution. Obviously, none of this material forms a part of the pleadings 
in the case. The information was furnished to assist the Defense in a 
more expeditious preparation of their case. 

A similar motion was raised in the trial of the Mauthausen 
Concentration Camp case, where 61 defendants were charged with sub- 
jecting Allied nationals to abuses, tortures, beetings and killings 
within a network of camps or side-camps over a period of about three 
and a half years. in that case the Court held that the charge wes 
proper, overruling the motion to quash. 

We respectfully insist, therefore, that the charge and per= 
ticulers are sufficiently definite to apprise the accused of the offense 
with which they are charged, and that the motion should be overruled. 

LT. WAHLER: If the Court please, I would like to make a short 
answer to the argument of the Prosecution's counsel. 

The first thing that I would like to discuss is the one 
clause that we request be stricken from the bill of particulars: "with- 
out being limited thereby." 

Counsel hes reised the questiomthat the bill of particulars 
wes, served upoh us as a mere gratuity, and that they shouldn't be bound 

they gave us. Well, if this Court hed been appointed possibly 


a week or ten days ago, we would have approached the Court at thet time, 
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requesting that the Proseoution be compelled to give us « bill of 
perticulars by which they would be bound. They did, however, give us 
whet they term a bill of particulars in their owm words, and we oon« 


tend thet they should be bound -- thet that bill of particulers hes 


become a psrt of their pleadings and they should, therefore, be bound. 


Counsel further cited the Yamashita case. If we consider 
the actual facts in the Yamashita case, we will note thet there was 
one charge ageinst Gen. Yamashita, which was as follows: 

"While commander of armed forces of Japan at war with 

the United States of America and its Allies, he unlewfully 
disregerded end failed to discharge his duty as commander 
to control the operations of the members of his command, 
permitting them to commit brutal atrocities and other high 
crimes egainst people of the United States and its Allies 
and dependencies, perticularly the Philippines, and he 
thereby violated the laws of wer." 

Prior to trial in the Yamashita cease, counsel for the de- 
fendant appeared before the Military Commission, and the following is 
quoted by the Court; 

"Bills of particulars filed by the prosecution by order 

of the Commission allege a series of acts, 123 in number, 
committed by members of the forces under petitioner's com= 
mand during the period mentioned.” 

The Court goes on further to specify one particular item 
which was contained in the bill of particulars, and there they say that 
a deliberate plan and purpose to massacre 25,000 men and women in the 
province of Batangas by the Japanese had been ordered. The Court there 
realized the necessity of setting forth with particularity the particue 
lar crimes for which the defendant was forced to answer. 

We are asking the same thing in this particular case. We 
re merely requesting that the Prosecution be limited its method of 
proof to the allegetions set forth in their bill of particulers. If 
the term can be excused, we don't care to have the Prosecution going 
on a fishing expedition at the expense of our defendants. 

The question was reised as to military courts not requiring 


the particularity of,ay indictment. We agree. We are not, asking thet 


the pleedings conform with a common law indictment. All that we “ere 
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asking is thet the defendants be apprised with what they are charged, 
and thet is merely in compliance with the rules of the Manual. 

Now, concerning the second part, wherein various defendants 
are charged with e blanket indictment of shootings between the period 
of time of December 16, 19);, to the 13th of January, 195, we raise 
the same problem. The defendants are entitled to know in what village 
their men have committed crimes, the date those crimes were committed, 
end what men of his unit committed the crimes. In no way are those 
problems met in this blanket charge, 

Thet is all, if the Court please. 

CAPT. SHUMACKER: Nothing further, if the Court please. 
COL. ROSENFELD: There being no objection by the Court, the Law 
Member will make the ruling on behalf of the President. 

4n offense must be stated in as definite a nature as circum- 
stances permit. In the instant case, an allegation of the violation of 
the laws and ee of war is charged by,the Prosecution. Violations 
of the laws and usages of war are rether broad, but they must necessarily 


be so because of the offenses committed. 


The bill of particulars -- or the charge, I should say == as 


presented to the Defense by the Prosecution, lists a variety of crimes 
‘ 


committed over a period of 29 days. The burden of proving those crimes 
is upon the Prosecution. The Prosecution hes submitted to the Defense 
whet the Defense called a bill of particulars, which, in effect, is 
additional informetion which was available in the hands of the Defense. 
The stibmission of this additional information does not, eat this stage, 
limit the Prosecution under the charge as filed. 

The Court is mindful of the Yemashitea case, where the Supreme 
Court of the United States held that charges of violations of lews of 
war triable before a military tribunal need not be stated with the pr 
¢ision of a common law indictwtorntt, The Court is further guided ty the 
decision on a similar, motion in the Mauthausen cese, where the same 


issues were 





If the proof is not produced on the part of the Prosecution 


which is covered by the charge end ellegetions, the Defense then has 


as its privilege a motion to strike. 


The motion to make the bill of particulars more certain is 
denied. 


DEFENSE: May it please the Court, there are no further motions 
at this time on the part of the Defense. 
PRESIDENT: The Court is adjourned, to meet at 0830 tomorrow morn= 


ing. 


(Whereupon the Court, at 1720 hours, adjourned until the following 


day, to be reconvened at 0830 hours on 17 Mey 196.) 





(Whereupon the court reconvened at 0830, 17 
May 1946.) 


PRESIDENT: Take seats. The court will 
come to order. 


PROSECUTION: If the court please, let 
the record show that all of the members of the court, all of the 
members of the prosecution and of the defense are present, and 
the reporter is present. If the court pleases, there are two 


additional interpreters to be sworn this morning. 


(Whereupon Lieutenant Werner Conn and Mr. 
Herbert. Rosenstock, War Crimes Division, Headquarters Third Un- 


ited States Army, were sworn as interpreters.) 


PRESIDENT: If there are any witnesses 


in the courtroom who intend to appear for either the prosecu- 


tion or the defense, they should now leave the courtroom. 


TJA: If the court pleases, a large num- 
ber of the prosecution staff will be witnesses in this case, at 


one time or another, during the proceedings. 


PRESIDENT; It is not essential, in their 
case. The accused will now plead -- 

DC: May it please the court, if it is 
the desire of the court to interrogate each wittéss individually 
as to his plea, we would like to say at this time that each of 
the accused has been interrogated individually and they all de- 


sire to plead "not guilty". 


PRESIDENT: Very well, 


to the court and would expedite the proceedings. 


DC: All of the accused plead not guilty 





PRESIDENT; The court reserves the right 


to interrogate the court at a later time, if this is necessary. 


Does the prosecution desire to make an opening statement? 


PROSECUTION: If the court pleases, the 
prosecution does desire to make an opening statement, In or- 
der that the court may better understand the presentation of 
the evidence in this case, we will briefly outline the evidence 


that we expect to show. 


The offensive which is referred to in 
this trial was known to the Germans as the Eifel Offensive. 
To the Americans, 1t is more commonly referred to as the Battle 
of the Bulge, the Rundstedt Offensive or the Ardennes Offensive. 
We expect to show that for this offensive there existed a gener- 
al policy to spreed terror and panic, to avenge the so-called 
terror bombings, and to break all resistance by murdering pri- 


soners of war and unarmed civilians. 


In preparation for this offensive, which 
started on the 16th of December, 1944, Hitler held a meeting 
of his’Army Commanders at Bad Nauheim on the llth or 12th of 
December, 1944, where he spoke for some three hours. In this 
speech Hitler stated that the decisive hour for the German peo- 
ple had arrived; that the Army would have to act with brutal- 
ity and show no humane inhibitions; tha 
terror should precede the Arm 


was to be broken with terror. 


We expect the evidence to show 
6th Panzer Army, commanded by the accused Dietrich, passed on 


the tenor of Hitler's speech in an order to its subordinate 


Commands in words and substance to the effect that "considering 





a eo 


the desperate situation of the German people, a wave of terror 


and fright should precede the troops; that the German soldier 
should in this offensive recall the innumerable German victims 
of the bombing terror; that the enemy's resistance had to be 

broken by terror, that vrisoners of war mst be shot when the 
local conditions of combat should so require it." This order 


was passed on down through Corps, Division, and Regiment. 


The lst SS Panzer Regiment, commanded by 
the accused Peiper, passed on this order to subordinate commands 
in words and substance to the effect that "this fight will be 
conducted stubbornly, with no regard for Allied prisoners of war 
who will have to be shot, if the situation makes it necessary 
and compels it." This order was read to subordinate comaanders 
who in turn passed it on down to Company Commanders who likewise 


passed it to lower echelons and to the troops. 


We expect the evidence to show that on the 
afternoon of the 15th end during the night of the 15th-16th of 
December, at the assembly area in the vicinity of Blankenhein, 
Germany, troop meetings were held of the companies, platoons, 
and tank groups, where these orders were given to the troops 
in varying degrees of boldness and callousness, depending upon 
the individual speaking. Some troops were told to excel in 
the killing of prisoners of war, as well as in the fighting, 
others that tt would ht again in the old traditional SS 

others were told to make plenty of "Rabatz", 
which, in the SS parlance, means to have plenty of fun by 
killing everything that comes i ight. And again others were 
told to "Bump off everything that came before their guns." 
All troops were warned that in the event of cabdture the exis- 
tence of these orders must not be made known to the enemy. 
That night the troops gathered erownd their camp fires, await- 


ing zero hour, singing "The Song of. Blood and the Long» Knives". 
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It was the first time this sopg had been sung in the West. 
From these speeches and activities, the troops believed that 
they could disregard the rules of the Geneva Convention with 
impunity and that they could fight as they had previously 


Gone on the Russian front. 


The evidence will show that the 6th Pan- 
zer Army, which was commanded by the accused Dietrich, was 
Composed, among others, of the lst SS Panzer Corps, command 
ed by the accused Priess; that the lst SS Panzer Corpse was 
composed, among others, of the lat SS Panzer Division LSSAH 
and the 12th SS Panzer Division "Hitler Jugend", ‘the lst 
SS Panzer Regiment was commanded by the accused Peiper and 
was one of the elements of the lst SS Panzer Division command- 
ed by Mohnks. This command of Peiper's was also imow as "Com- 
bat Group Peiper". This combat group was composed of two batt- 
alions of four companies each and a reconnaissance battalion 
composed of eight companies, In addition, there were two com- 
panies of pioneer troops and other miscellaneous troops consis- 
ting of headquarters companies, heavy tank battalion, division- 
at artillery and anti-aircraft organizations. We expect the 


evidence to show that it is this Combat Group Peiper which has 


committed the alleged atrocities in this case. 


The evidence will show thet "D" Day for 
the lst SS Panzer Regiment in the Eifel Offensive was 16 Dec- 
ember 1944 and that their route of march was as follows: From 


the woods near BLANKENHBIM to DAELEM to STADTKYLL to KR 
to HALLSCHLA’ M, a n Germany, thence in- 
to Belgium to LANZERATH to HONSFELD to BUZLLINGEN to So 
ONDENVAL to THIRIMONT to a crossroads south of MALMEDY at RAUG- 


NEZ to LIGNSUVILLE (known to the Germans as ENGELSDOMF) to 





STAVELOT to LA GLEIZE to STOUMONT. ‘The high water mark of the 


offensive was reached on the 19th of December, where by that 


time the Regiment was at the railroad station beyond Stoumont. 
From here they were forced to withdraw to LA»GLEIZE, where they 
were surrounded by American troops until the night of the 23- 
24 December, when they broke out of the pocket by retreating 
on foot to the south, after destroying that vehicles and 
other supplies. It must be pointed out that when the lst SS 
Panzer Regiment passed through Stavelot during the advance 
they failed to clean out all of the American troops. Subse- 
quently, the Americans were reinforced and cut Peiper's supply 
lines. In order to open up a supply route, Peiper ordered 
Knittel, the commander of the Reconnaissance Battalion, to go 
beck and open up Stavelot. Knittel's Battalion passed through 
Stavelot on the evening of the 18th. It returned and attacked 
from the West on the 19th, but failed to open up the supply 
lines. It was during the preparation for this attack and dur- 
ing the attack that a large number of Belgian civilians were 


killed by members of the Reconnaissance Battalion. 


During the fighting in the STAVELOT-LA 
GLEIZE-STOUMONT sector, elements of the regiment appeared at 
Cheneuz, at TROIS PONTS, at WANE, at LUTRE BOIS and at PETIT 
THIER. After the retreat to the south, the line was stabiliz- 
ed for a period in front of PETIT THIER, which included the 


date of 13 January 1945. 


We expect the evidence to show that through- 
out this offensive the troops of the lst SS Panzer Regiment 
proceeded to execute their orders to kill unarmed and defense- 
less prisoners of war and unarmed Allied civilians with zeal 
and enthusiasms We expect the evidence to show that they mur- 


dered them not only at the crossroads south of MALMEDY, where 





the bodies of 71 American prisoners of war were found, and 


where 43 other Americans whom they attempted to kill escaped 


-- but this latter in addition. 


In six separate incidents at HONSFSLD, 


they murdered 28 to 40 American prisoners of war. 


In thirteen separate incidents at BUELLINGEN, 
they murdered 62 to 90 American prisoners of war and at least 
9 Belgian civilians. 

In two separate incidents at LIGNEUVILLE, 


they murdered 48 to 58 American prisoners of war. 


In twenty-one separate incidents at STAVE- 
Lof and vicinity they mrdered 8 American prisoners of war and 


at least 73 Belgian civilians. 


In three separate incidents at WAI, they 


murdered at least 6 civilians, 


In one incident at LUTRE BOIS, they mur- 


dered at least 1 civilian. 


In two incidents at CHENEUX, they mrder- 


ed 41 to 51 American prisoners of war. 


In two incidents at TROIS PONTS, they 


murdered at least 4 civilians. 


In twenty-four separate incidents at STOU- 
MONT they murdered 104 to 109 American prisoners of war and 


at least 1 Belgian civilian, 





In eighteen separate incidents at LA GLEIZE, 
they mufdered 175 to 311 American prisoners of war and at least 
3 Belgian civilians. 


And finally, on the 13th of January, long 
after the failure of the offensive, on the order of the Regi- 
mental Commander and the Regimental Surgeon, they murdered a 
starving and frozen American prisoner of war who had come out 


of the woods to surrender after hiding for two weeks. 


In summarizing the above, we expect the 
evidence to show that in the short space of time covered by 
the Charge, the 1st SS Panzer Regiment murdered in at least 94 
known incidents 538 to 749 Americans who had surrendered and 
were prisoners of war, and over 90 Belgian civilians. It mst 
be pointed out that these figures do not represent the histor- 
ical truth as to the total number of victims murdered by the 
lst SS Panzer Regiment during this offensive, but only the num- 


ber the prosecution expects the evidence to show. 


It is practically an impossibility to pre- 
sent to the Court the evidence on this mass of murders ina 
chronological sequence and in an understandable manner, for the 
reason that a great portion of the evidence to be submitted by 
the Prosecution will be confessions and statements of the accus- 
ed and that, in most instances, the accnéed have knowledge of 
more than one phase of this case. In addition, they will in- 
volve not only themselves but other accused, as well as many 
that are not named as defendants. The same is true of witnesses 
that will be called by the Prosecution. The Prosecution will 
endeavor to present the evidence in a chronological order as 


far as possible and we request the Court to bear with us. 
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/ The Court's attention is also directed to the fact that many 


of the witnesses that the Prosecution will call are former com- 
rades-in-arms of the defendants and members of the lst SS Pan- 
ger Regiment that perpetrated these alleged crimes. It must 
be anticipated that many of the defendants are their close 
friends. Basically and fundamentally, these witnesses, who 
are prisoners of war, must be considered as unfriendly and un- 
willing witnesses, who are testifying against their former com 
rades with the greatest reluctance. It will come as a surprise 
to the Prosecution if at least in some instances, the testimony 
of these witnesses is not inconsistent with the story given by 
them at the investigation. This may cause the Prosecution 
fSome embarrassment and make it necessary to impeach some of 

its own witnesses, Unfortunately, due to the very nature of 
the alleged crimes, willing witnesses in most instances ars 
unavailable because they are dead. Therefore, the Prosecution, 
to prove its case, mst rely upon the testimony of prlenbece 

of war with a known lack of enthusiasm for the position in 


which they find themselves. 


It should be borne in mind that when this 
case was referred for investigation the names of the alleged 
perpetrators were unknown. Not a single murderer was avail- 
able to confront another suspect. All that was known was that 
the lst SS Panzer Regiment was in the area at the time the 
offenses were committed. In order to properly investigate 
these crimes, all the members of the Regiment whose whereabouts 
were assembled in the War Crimes Enclosure, Internment Camp 
#78, at Zuffenhauvsen. Here approximately 993 prisoners were 
brought together in one large barracks. Due to the publicity 


that this case had received, it did not take long before these 





war criminal suspects kmew what they were there for. Security 
was impossible under these conditions, as each man interrogated, 
when he returned to the barracks, told his comrades everything 
that he had learned through the interrogation. Poetschke, the 
commander of the lst Battalion,was known to be dead, and soon 
the responsibility for all their misdeeds was being laid at hie 


feet. Poetschke became the stock answer to all questions. 


To correct this leak in security and make 
it possible to break the case, the group was screened and approx- 
imately 500 individuals of probable interest were moved to IPW 
#2, Schwabische Hall. This was a former German penitentiary. 
Here the suspects were placed in individual cells and the great- 
est security was maintained to keep them from comnunicating with 
one another and from knowing who among their former comrades 
wes present. It was exceedingly important that they not see 
one another, and, to prevent this, they were moved blindfolded 
from their cells to the interrogation rooms. This was accomplish- 


ed by means of a hood over their heads, 


From the lst of December, until they were 
maved to Dachau, in late April, an additional 200 to 300 suspects 
were interrogated along with the original 500. Despite the youth 


of these suspects, it took months of continuous interrogation 


in which all the lecitimate tricks, ‘ruses and strategems known 
———— 


to the investis srs were employed. Among other artifices used 
were stool-nigeons, witnesses who were not bor 
aonies. Some tricks that were the 

It must be remembered that in the beginning 211 liv- 
ing witnesses amongst the Regiment who could identify perpet- 
trators were themselves suspects and no one volunteered to bear 


witness against his former comrades-in-arns. 





The fact must not be lost sight of that these 
war criminal suspects were all SS men, still knowing that they 
must obey the order given way back in BLANKENHEIM that is cap- 
tured they should not give any information about the killing of 
prisoners of war and civilians, This conspiracy of silence was 
like a solid wall that separated the investigators from the 


truth they had to know, To pull down this wall was most difficult, 


as the genuinely friendly and willing witnesses were me 


We now expect to be able to prove that the 7) 
defendants now on trial before this court being concerned as 
parties, did, in conjunction with other persons, wilfully, del- 
iberately and wrongfully permit, encourage, aid, abet and parti- 
cipate in the killing, shooting, illtreatment, abuse and torture 
of members of the Armed Forces of the United who were prisoners 


of war of the German Reich and of unarmed Allied civilian nation- 
als. 


(Opening Statement -- Prosecution) 
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DEFENSE COUNSEL: May it please the Court, there may be 
some objection to this on the part of the Prosecution but in view of 
the opening —= 

FROSECUTION: (Interrupting) Doe I understand that, you are 


now going to make an opening statement for the Defense? 


DEFENSE COUNSEL: It is not an opening statement for the 


Defense. It is simply a guide or perhaps a suggestion to the Court 
in view of the statements made in the opening statement. It will 
only take two minutes. 

PROSECUTION: May it please the Court, I will object to 
any statement by the Defense, at this time, There is a proper place 
for them to make an opening statement and that is at the opening of 

for the Defense and not now, I am ready to proceed with my 
this time. 

PRESIDENT: The objection of the Prosecution is overruled, 
The Defense may proceed, 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: May it please the Court, the Defense 
Counsels in this case were duly appointed by the Third Army and are 
a part of our American jurisprudence system, Our Government has said, 
each defendant or accused shall be represented and assured of a fair 
trial. We, as Defense counsels, will scrve these 7 defendants in a 


1ified mar a wi r utmost zea Ne will attempt to interpose 





retaliate for our fallen comrades, Let it be said at the conclusion 
of this trial that the mighty Army of the United States, even in the 
afterglow of victory and during our enemy occupation, have not 


destroyed the right of the fair trial which further demonstrates our 


spirit of Democracy, ‘The Defense counsels recognize that the Court, 


itself, is in a similar position to ourselves, but we have full 
‘confidence that each of you will abandon during this trial any spirit 
motivated by prejudice, hatred or vengeance and will assume a 
dispassionate attitude, 

At this pint, may we respectfully call the Court's attention 
to the variance between this trial before you and previous trials 
held in this theater, The defendants are all German officers or 
enlisted men, The War Crimes as charged by the Prosecution are 
generally against American soldiers and a few Belgium civilians, 
There is no "common design" as in concentration camp cases nor is 
there any premeditated murderous extermination plan over a long 
period of years. ‘This is entirely a heat of battle case, a desperate 
counter-offensive by our beaten enemy, a "lost battalion" without 
the benefit of supplies and communications, 

PROSECUTION: At this time, I must interpose another 
objection, This is not the proper place to make this statement. 
The objection is overruled, 
COUNSEL: (Continuing) Therefore, Defense 
respectfully requests, regardless of the severity of the charges 
each of 
the destiny of these accused until the Defense an opportunity 
to submit witnesses and evidence. Defense counsel desires the 
privilege of making a furtt statement at the opening of the Defense 


for ‘the accused. “Thank you. 





PRESIDENT: The Prosecution will proceed. 

PROSECUTION: May it please the Court, the Prosecution, 
at this time will offer in evidence a copy of the letter from the 
Deputy Theater Judge Advocate addressed to the Commanding General, 
Third US Aymy,. APO 03, US Aymy, referring this case to trial by 
the Third Army. Will you mark it please as Prosecution Exhibit No, 1 
for identification, 

(Whereupon the document referred to was marked Prosecution Exhibit 
No. 1 for identification by the reporter.) 

DEFENSE, COUNSEL: Do you state that this is a true copy 
of the original? 

PROSECUTION:.It is. ‘The original of this letter is 
unobtainable at this time, 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: The Defense has no objection. 

PROSECUTION: I will offer Prosecution Exhibit No. 1 in 
evidence and ask that it may be made a part and attached to this 
record. May I read it to the Court? 

PRESIDENT: There being no objection, the Exhibit offered 
by the Prosecution is admitted into evidence and will be marked 
Exhibit Pel, . 

(Whereupon the document referred to, been previously 


i identified was received i 


ence paragraph 2b, letter, Head- 
quarters, United States Forces, Huropean 
Theater (000.5-2 GAP), 16 July 1915, sx 
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No other nations have an interest in this case 
sufficient to require attendance of their observers 
at the trial. 


In view of the large number of accused and in the 
interest of expedition and avoidance of .confusion 
at the trial, it 1s recommended that in addition 
to military defense counsel not more than four ();) 
of the civilian defense counsel be allowed to 
make objections, arguments before the court and 
interrogate witnesses. These are to be selected 
by all of the civilian defense counsel, and act 

as their spokesmen, should their number exceed 
four. In the event it is asserted that antici- 
pated conflicts of interest among the accused will 
require, in the interest of fairness, the active 
participation of an additional number of such 
civilian defense counsel, it is suggested that 
this office be consulted in the matter. 


C, B, MICKELWAIT, 
Colonel JAGD, 
Deputy Theater Judge Advocate" 
PROSECUTION: Does the Defense desire this translated? 
DEFENSE COUNSEL: Yes, for the benefit of the counsel here. 

(Whereupon Prosecution Exhibit No. P-l was translated into the 
German language by the interpreter.) 

PROSECUTIONs The Prosecution offers a stipulation between 
Defense counsel and the Prosecution, dated 8 May 1916. Will you 
please mark this as Prosecution Eyhibit No, P-2 for identification? 

(Whereupon the document referred to was marked Prosecution 
Exhibit No. P-2 for identification by the reporter.) 

DEI ISE, The Defense has no objections 

PRESIDENT: There being no objection the exhibit offered 
by the Prosecution is admitted into evidence and will be mar 
Exhibit P-2, 

(Whereupon the document referred to, having been previously 
marked and identified was received im evidence as Prosecution Exhibit 
Noe P-2 and is attached hereto and made a part of the record.) 

PROSECUTION: Fermission is requested to read the 


FRESIDENT: You may read it, 
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PROSECUTION: (Reading) "It is hereby stipulated and agreed 
by and between the accused, their counsel 
and the Prosecution, that, the map marked 
"Prosecution's Exhibit No. 3" for identifi- 

cation <= - 


Will the reporter please mark the map on 
on the wall as Prosecution Exhibit Noe P=3 for identification? 
(Whereupon the document referred to was marked Prosecution 
Exhibit No. P-3 for identification by the reporter.) 


PROSECUTION: (Continuing reading) "= - is a map of a 
section of land in Germany and Belgium, in 
the vicinity of the towns of Dahlem, Germany 
and Malmedy, Stoumont, St. Vith, and Bastogne, 
Belgium; that it is a fair, and reasonably 
accurate representation on paper of that 
section of land, with the roads, terrain 
features and other data shown thereon together 
with all entries and notations appearing 
thereon; that it is drawn to scale to make 
a reasonable reproduction, with added features, 
of portions of map of Central Europe 1:100,000, 
G.S., G.S., No. 16, Bonn, Sheet S-1, 
published by the War Office 19) and map of 
Belgium and N.E. France, 1:100,000, G.S., G.S., 
Now 4,36 MARCHE, Sheet 13, published by the 
War Office 193. 


(Signed) Burton F. Ellis 
Lt. Colonel, JAGD 
Trial Judge Advocate 


reupon the document, 
to the German languace,) 
Prosecution moves that the map, marked 


Prosscution Exhibit No. Pe3 for identification be admitted in 


evidence and made a part of this record.) 





DEFENSE COUNSEL: Defense has no objection. 

PRESIDENT: There being no objection, the Exhibit offered 
by the Prosecution is admitted into evidence and will be marked 
Exhibit P-3, 


(Whereupon the document referred to, having been previously 


marked and identified was received in evidence as Prosecution Exhibit 
No. P=3 and is attached hereto and made a part of the record.) 

PROSECUTION: May it please the Court, the Prosecution 
moves that the Exhibit marked Prosecution Exhibit P=3 be withdram 
from the record at the conclusion of this trial and substituted therefore 
maps of Central Europe 1:100,000, G.S., G.Se, Nos 16, Bonn,Sheet 
S1, published by the War Office 19, and map of Belgium and N. E. 
France, 1:100,000, G.S., GeS., No. 436 MARCHE, Sheet 13, published 
by the War Office 193, 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: Defense has no objection. 

PRESIDENT: There being no objection by the Defense, it 
will be done. 

PROSECUTION: The Prosecution call lst. Lt. Perl as the 


first witness. 





PROSECUTION: The Prosecution calls its first witness, 
Lieutenant Perl, 
1st Lieutenant WILLIAM Rs PERL, a witness for the Prosecution 


was sworn and testified as follows; 


(Wwreupon the questions, answers and other proceedings 


were interpreted to the accused,) 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION: 
Q State your name, rank, organization and stations 
A William R. Perl, First Lieutenant with War Crimes Branch, 
at present on temporary duty with Third Arny. 
When were you assigned to War Crimes Branch? 
In July 195. 
What was your assignment with War Crimes Branch during 
past six months? 
A I have been chief interrogator in the Malmedy case. 
Do you.speak and understand German? 
Yes. 
During the course of your assignment as an investigator 
of Malmedy, did you ever have occasion to take a statement from 
Joseph Sepp Dietrich? 


A 


ke a look”&t the defendants s8ated on yo 


tell the court if he is among those presents 





Wer eenecenceseesmmansunmnennwenvenseennreann’ 


PROSECUTION: Will Number 11 stand up? 


(Whereupon the accused stood ups) 


PROSECUTION: Prosecution hands the reporter a statement 

to be marked Prosecution's Exhibit Number 4 for identification, 
(Whereupon the document referred to was marked 

Prosecution!s Exhibit Number }; for identification by the raportere) 

LT, COLONEL DWINELL: At this time the counsel for the 
accused will very vigorously press an objection to the introduction 
of a sworn confession of the accused, Dietrich. 

PROSECUTION: May it please the Court, I am not offering 
it. 

PRESIDENT; It is marked and identified onlye 

LT. COLONEL DWINELL: I misunderstood, I thought you were 
offering it at this time. 

PROSECUTIONs I will, but not at this times 

LT. COLOWED DWINELL: i will continue my argument at that times 

DEFENSE: No objection to the identifications 

QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION: 

Q I hand you this statement marked Prosecution!s Exhibit 
Number |; for identification and ask you if you can identify it? 

A Yes, I can. 

Q Do you know whose handwriting this statement is in and 
who has signed it? 

Yesq 


Whose is it? 


S is this the same Joseph Sepp Dietrich you have just 
identified as wearing Number 117 
A Yes 


Was this statement signed in your presence? 





Was anyone else present when it was signed? 


Yese 
Who was it? 
Mr. Morris Hlowitz. 
Was this statement sworn to? 
Yese 
Who administered the oath? 
I dide 
Was the statement made voluntarily? 
Yese 
Was duress used to obtain the staten 
Noe 
Did you make any threats or promises to obtain the 
statement? 
Noe 
Q Was any harsh, cruel or inhuman treatment used to obtain 
the statement? 
No. 


Where was this statement made? 


In one of the interro ion cells 2 at Schwaebisch 


Whaat wee it primarily 





A For the interrogation and screening of suspects in the 
Malmedy casee 


Q Was this its primary purpose during the entire period 


you were stationed thare? 


A Yess 
Was Dietrich interrogated more than once? 
Yese 
Did he make a statement? 
Yess 
Was it oral or written? 
He made first oral statements and then written statementse 
Q How was this statement you have in your hand, marked 
Prosecution's Exhibit Number |; for identification taken? 
4A Dietrich was first interrogated as to the subject this 
statement coverse During this interrogation he mde oral statementse 
When the information was obtained he was asked to write it down, 
I told him I wuld dictate the statement because we had the 
experience that statements written by the defendants themselves 
become outstandingly longe I stressed, however, that it is his 
statement and that if I say or dictate something with which he 
does not agree, he should object right away, Then I started 
dictating the statement and many of the sentences I had dis ions 
with him whether one a the other quotation should not be put ing 
Q With respect to Dietrich, were any special security 


measures employed d ng his interrogation? 


What were they? 
A He was brought into the interrogation room blindfolded 
and was brought back to his om cell blindfolded agains 
PROSECUTIONs Prosecution hands the reporter an article to 
ssecution's Exhibi 


DEFENSE: No objectione 


Perl = Direct 





(Whereupon the article referred to was markod 
Prosecutionts Exhibit Number 5 for identification by the reporters) 
Q I hand you Prosecutionts Exhibit marked Number 5 for 

identification and ask you if you know what it is? 

A Yes, I doe 

Q Tell the court what it is. 

A It is a hood similar to those which were used for bringing 
suspects to the interrogation rooms and bringing them back again to 
their collss 

PROSECUTION: Prosecution offers in evidence Prosecutionts 


Exhibit marked Number © for identification, to be marked Prosecutionts 


Exhibit Number 5 and attached to the records 


DEFENSE: May it please the Court, there is no objection to the 
introduction of this hood as a similar hood, not as one of the hoods 
that was used at Schwaebisch Halle 

PRESIDINTs: Is that agreeable to the Prosecution? 

PROSECUTION: I offer in evidence one of the hoods used at 
Schwaebisch Hall, 

DEFENSE: If that is one of the hoods, that is all rights As 
I understood it, the chief prosecutor stated that that wa Similars 

PROSECUTION: The witn 

No objections 
PRESIDENT: There being no objection, the 


the Prosecution will be admitted in 





QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION: 


Q Was General Districh treated in any different manner 


from other prisoners because of his former rank? 

A Noe 

Q Do you know who the guards were at IsPa Number 2, 
Schwaebisch Hall? 


A I don't know personally, I know they were Poles at tho 
ends 

Q Who were they at t he be ginning? 

A At the beginning members of some tank destroyer mit; 
later on members of some fiold artillery unit and later on, Poles, 


“RQ Who were the gu $s while Dietrich was there at Schwaebisch 


Polese 
Were the guards under the command of War Crim 
Noa 
Did you ever order any of them to mistreat Dietrich? 
Noe 
Q De you know of any mistreatment by the Polish guards of 
Dietrich? 
A YeSe . 
How did this com your knowledge? 
Dietrich once mentioned to me that when being brought into 
Md by someone he could not identify 
it i 
it because it was not? worthwhile. 
PROSECUTION: Prosecution offers in evidence Prosecutionts 
ication, to be marked "pu," 
to the recor 
DWINELL: We object first 


the English trans 
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and secondly we press our objection on legal grounds in generals 
We are going to press this objection at the introduction of each 
succeeding confession that is offered in swom evidence form, 
but at this time we would like to give the court very definitely 
and at length our reasons for the objections 
DEFENSE: Does the Cowtdesire this speech to be translated? 
PRESIDENT: They do, yess 
IT, COLONEL DWINELL: The introduction of sworn testimony, 
we contend, is in contravention of Rule 10, found also under 
subsheading, section (5). « + 
PRESIDENT: Wait a minute, let the interpreter keep upe 
LT. COLONEL DWINELL: « + « of the rules of procedure in 
military government courts, which is set forth on page 36 of the 
Technical Manual for Legal and Prison Officers, 2d Edition. That 
rule contains a mandatory provision that the accused shall not. 
be sworne Now, we contend that if a sworn confession is received 
in evidence by the court in disregard of the provisions of Rule 
10, the Prosecution will accomplish the introduction of evidence 
indirectly which the accused have been forbidden to introduce 
directly, Further, the accused having been forbidden to offer 
sworn testimony in his own behalf, the Prosecution should not 
be permitted to introduce the accused's testimony in any forme 
That would have higher probative value than evidence in re al 
available to the accusede In any event, we maintain that 
confession of an accused in a joint trial cannot be rec 
1 making the confession. 
this particular point that has been mntioned 
about involving other accused and we find that that is the rule 
in our military courts and we find that that is the accepted rule 
in our civil courts.in, America. 
Referring to military courts, the Courts-Martial Manual 
provides on page 76 -= correction, on page paragraph 76 


» and 
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"If the statement made by m accused himself 
includes admissions or confessions that may 
be considered as evidence in the case, but 
in a joint trial the statement by one accused 
is not evidence against his co-accused." 


Now, reading many reported cases in our civil courts, 


we summarize the law as followss The voluntary confession of a 


co-defendant or co-conspirator made after the commission of a 
orime or after the termination of a conspiracy cannot be admitted 
against the other defendants when such confession was not made in 
their presence and assented to by them, even though the several 
defendants are being tried together. This does not, however, 
necessarily preclude the use of the confession as evidence against 
the one who made it. According to the general rule, if the several 
defendants are tried together, the confession of one such defendant 
can be admitted against that defendant with instructions by the 
court that it is only admitted against that one defendant and 
is not to be considered as evidence against the coedefendants. 
May it please the Court, I have reference to several cited casese 
Does the Court desire to have me read them? 

PRESIDENT: YeSe 

ITe COLONEL DWINELL: People ve Young, 316, Tl. 508, 147 Nee 
h25, citing ReCeLe3 People ve Buckminster, 27 I1le 35, 113 NeEs 
713, citing ReCeles Marcum Ve Come 227 Kye 356, 13 S.Me (2d) 2h3, 
citing ReCeles State ve / 4g 175 Minn. 218, 220 NeWe 563, 61 


AcLeRe 9703 State ve Smith 201 Wise 8, 229 NeW. Bl, citing R.C.le 


io not believe the Defense 


t been ruled on pre 





Tegal’ and Prison Officers, Second Editions I am sure the Court 


is perfectly familiar with all these rules that apply to the 


admission of confessions af comaccusede It is purely at the 
discretion of the Court whether they believe it is admissible 
evidences 
LT. COLONEL DWINEII: May it please the Court » we have 
very carefully examined the rules set forth in the Technical Menual 
and we are unable to find any specific reference to the introduction 
of sworn confessions. On page 36, under Sub=paragraph (5), there 
is the statement that "Any statements then made may be received 
as evidence," but we are contending that sworn statements may not 
be received unless the defendant is given the same opportunity. 
We, the fe ave no cited cases of decisions by other milita "y 
government courts on this subject and we would like to have counsel 
for the prosecution make reference thereto so tk 
examination of those cases and be at liberty to = ‘gue therefr 
PROSECUTION: It is my understanding that this question was 
raised in the Borkum Island case and I believe it was also raised 
in the Mauthausen case, although I am not certain about the 
Mauthausen cases But, I would like to point out to the Court 
that the ; h (5) cited by Defense Counsel 


2 court m interrogate ths accused 
ing or ly but 


at the tr 
ulsion t i 





privilege of the accused to lake the stand ia his omm behalf and te 


sworn. In view of this normal situation, the rules were set up 
especially to say that these particular accused may not have that 
privilege and therefore we contend that we are not able to rebut 
sworn evidence on the part of the Prosecution except by a very 
low form of evidence, namely an unsworn statements 

PRESIDENT: Court will take a thirty minute recess. 


(Whereupon the Courb recessed at 1000 hourse) 





(Whereupon the Court reconvened at 1030 hours.) 

PRESIDENT; Take seats, the Court will come to order. 

PROSECUTION; If the Court pleese, let the record 
show that all the members of the Court , all the members of the 

’ 
prosecution, with the exception of Captain Shumacker who ie 
absent on business of the prosecution, all the members of the 
G@efense, all of the accused and the reporter are present. 

LI COL DWINELL:; May it please the court, the 
G@efense has two additional points that we would like to reise 
at this time. We would like to call to the Court's attention 
that the defense is at a distinct disadvantage when the pros- 
ecution offers German script of confessions without having 
given us a translation in advance, And we respectfully 
request the court to rule that in the future where such con- 
fessions are offered that we be given the translations in 
sufficient time to be apprised of the contents thereof. 

Secondly we would like to call the Court's attention 
to the fact that the defense intends to make similar objections 
to the sworn nature of the translations as each one is sub- 
sequently introduced. 

DEFENSE COUNSEL; May it please the Court, Dr. 
Leiling representing German counsel would like to make further 
remarks, in connection with this objection, 

PROSECUTION: If the Court please, 1 would like to 
dispose of the two matters raised by the other defense counsel 
on the submission of the translations of these ctatements. 

We propose to submit a translation, but not until we offer it 
in evidence. 

LT COL DWINELL: We intend to make an attack on some 
of these confessions, raising the question of duress, Conceiv-— 


ably the confession may not contain any demaging evidence and 
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that objection would not be appropriate. 

LAW MEMBER: There being no objection, the Law 
Member rules that under no consideration should the prosecution 
be forced to submit to defense in advance of introduction of a 
statement,which has erroneously been called a confession, because 
the Court doesn't know whether it is @ confession or not, and 
under no condition should prosecution be forced to submit such 
statement or translation before its production in evidence, 
The defense will be given ample opportunity to attack the 
statement after its introduction in evidence. In the future 
the prosecution upon offering a document will have such trans- 
lation at the same time, 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: Dr. Leiling. 

DR. LHILING; The regulations concerning the proced- 


ure before Military Government Courts makes certain concessions 


as to the continental practice and I should like to draw the 


attention of the Court to the fact that the continental practice 
is important as to these sworn statements too. Here it would 
not be understood if a person or a defendant were pinned down 
by a sworn statement made before trial because the Investigator 
in Germany even has not the right of attestation, I mean to swear 
fomedody in, This right lies exclusively with persons holding 
the status of a Judge. 
That is all I want to say. 
LAW MEMBER; Is theré anything further on the argument? 
DEFENSE COUNSEL: Not at this time. 
LaW MEMBER; There being no objection by the Court, 
the Law Member will make a ruling on behalf of the President in 
so far as admission of evidence before this tribunal is concerned. 
The Court will follow Section 18, peregreph 1 of the trial pro- 
cedure as contained in the Technical Manual for Legel and Frison 


Officers, 2nd Edition, wherein it is stated that e Military 
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Government Court shall in general admit oral, written and 


physical evidence having a bearing on snything before it and 


may exclude any evidence which in its opinion is of no value 
as proof; the court will place such probative value on all 
evidence, particularly on this type placed before it, as it 
deems fit. 

The objection is therefore overruled, 

(Whereupon the above ruling and argument of counsel 
was interpreted to the German counsel and the accused as same 
took place.) 

PROSECUTION: Prosecution has offered Prosecution's 
Exhibit 4, so marked for identification, to be admitted in 
etidence and marked Prosecution's Exhibit 4. Will the Court 
please rule? 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: No objection. 

PRESIDENT; There being no objection, the exhibit 
offered by the prosecution is admitted in evidence and will 
be marked Exhibit P-4. 

(Whereupon the document having previously been 
marked "Prosecution's Exhibit No. 4 for Identification," was 
received in evidence and marked "Exhibit P-4" and seme is 
attached hereto and made a part of this record.) 

PROSECUTION: Prosecution offers in evidence a true 
and correct English transletion of Prosecution's Exhibit 4 to 
ve attached to the record and marked Prosecution's Exhibit 4-a. 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: Wo objection on the part of the 
defense, 

PRESIDENT; There being no objection, the exhibit 
offered by ethe prosecution is admitted in evidence and will be 


marked Exhibit F-4A. 





(Whereupon the document referred to above was 
received in evidence and marked Exhibit P-4A.) 

PROSECUTION: Permiseion is requested to read the 
tfanelation of Prosecution's Exhibit P-4A, Attached to the 
translation is Transletor's Affidavit. Does the Court desire 


to have that reed? 


DEFENSH COUNSEL: May it please the Court, for the 


benefit of the record we can read the first one end thereafter 
skip it, avoid the reading thereof. 
PRESIDENT; Yes, 
(Whereupon Exhibit P-4A wes read in the Englieh 
language as follows: 
"TRANSLATOR'S AFFIDAVIT 


"I, GHORGE MILLER aesigned to War Crimes Branch, 
United States Army, APO 633, as an interpreter, having 
been duly sworn, depose and state that the attached 
English translation is a true and accurate rendering 
of the German original of the statement of 


Josef Dietrich 
taken on 28 March 1946 at Schwabiech Hall,Germany, 
before WILLIAM R. PERL, lst Lt., M. I. 
consisting of _2_ pages, into English. 


#1, the deponent, further state that I speak German and 
English fluently and am fully qualified as an expert 
German-English interpreter by reason of the following 
qualifications: 


1. German is my native tongu 

2. I spent the first twenty years of my life in 
Germany and went to elementary and secondary school 
there. 

3. I came to the United States in 

4. I had two years of En, 
in Germany. My other knowledge of English 
derived from study by myself. 

5, 2 have been married for the past six years 
& British subject end speak English continually at 
home. My wife does not speak German. 

6. I have been in the United States Army for the 
past 2-1/2 years, having been discharged in November 
1945 and have been employed by the Wer Department as 
a German-English interpreter since January 1946, 


/sf_George Mitrer 
George Miller 
me, this. drd dsy 
Germany. 
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/. he] Shumacke: 
War Crimes Branch, USFIT 
Capt. CMP 


"I, Generaloberst and Oberstgruppenfushrer, 
Josef DIETRICH, after first duly sworn, state 
the following: 


"Since October 1944, until the capitulation 
on 9 May 1945, I was Supreme Commander of the 
6th Panzer Army, 


"In March 1945, this Army was officially renamed 
to 6th Panzer Army, It was, however, always the 
same Army, only the name was changed. among others 
the lst SS Panzer Korps which was commanded by 
General Lieutenant PRIBS belonged to my Army. 


"The leibstandarte Adolf Hitler, was a Division 
which just like the Division Hitler Jugend belonged 
to the lst SS Panzer Korps. 


"The 1st SS Panzer Regiment as well as the 
combat group mentioned which was commanded by 
Standartenfuehrer Joachim FEIPER during the SI 
offensive 1944 to 1545 belonged to the Leibstandarte 
Adolf Hitler and therewith to the lst SS Panzer 
Korps. 


"I have made this statement voluntarily and out of 
my own free will, uninfluenced by duress, threats, 
or harsh treatment, 


"I swear dDefore God that the facts in this state- 
mént are true and I am prepared to repeat them 
before any court. 


Josef DINTRICH 

Genereloberst and Obersteruppenfuehrer 
Supreme Commander 

of the 6th SS Panzer Army 

SCHWABISCH HALL. 28 March 1946. 


"Witnessed in the presence of; 
MORRIS ELOWITZ 


WILLIAM R PEE 
lst Lt. I. 
Investigato 
WwoB" 
(Whereupon Exhibit P-4 was read in the 
German language to the accused and German counsel, ) 


PROSECUTION: Prosecution offet’s in evidence to be 


ced Prosecution's Exhibit 4-B and 4-C two affida 
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ecuted by Josef Dietrich identifying Joachim Peiper and 


Hermann Priess, 

FRESIDENT; Any objection? 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: There is no objection, 

PRESIDENT: There being no objection, the exhibits 
offered by the prosecution are admitted in evidence and will 
be marked Exhibits P-4B and P40, 

(Whereupon the documents referred to above were 
received in evidence and marked Exhibits P-4B and F-4c, 
respectively, and are attached hereto and made a part of this 
record.) 

PROSECUTION; Fermission is requested to read the 
affidavits to the Court, 

PRESIDENT: Yes. 

(Whereupon Exhibits P-4B and P-4C were read in both 


the English and German languages as follows: 


Exhibit P-4B 
"I, Josef Dietrich, being first duly sworn, make 
the following statemeut under oath: 


“The above two photographs are photogrephs of the 
seme Stendartenfushrer Joachim Peiper mentioned by 
me in my affidavit, dated 28 MAR 1946, 


/s/_ Josef Dietrich 


First Heme Last Nene 


Generaict st-Oberst ruppenf: 
eperaro £rupp 
Rank 





6 Panzer Army  __ ee 
ation during Eifel Offensive 





"Sworn to and subscribed before 
me this 14th day of April, 1946 


/s/_Robert # Byrne ______ 
Officer administering oath 


—iAst Lt —\ 
Rank Arm or Service" 








Exhibit P40 


"I, Josef-Dietrich, being firet duly sworn, make 
the following statement under oath: 


"The above two photographs are photographs of the 
Same General-Leutenant Pries mentioned by me in my 
effidavit, dated 28 MAR 1946 


Dietrich 
First Name Last Name 


ret-Oberst, 
Rank 


6 Panzer Army 00 
Organization during Hifel Offensive 


"Sworn to and subscribed before 
me this 14th day of April, 1946. 


[s/ Robert EB Byrne 


Officer administering oath 
ist bt .__JAGD 
Rank Arm or Service" 

PROSECUTION; Prosecution hands the reporter a 
statement to be marked Prosecution's Exhibit 6 for Identi- 
fication. 

(Whereupon the document referred to above was 


marked "Prosecution's Exhibit 6 for Identification".) 





SR-fls, Barton 
Tk 9-5/17-1 


QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION: 
g I hand you Prosecution's exhibit marked Number 
6 for identification and ask you if you can identify it? 
A Yes. 7 
Q Do you know whose handwriting it is in and who 
has signed it? 


A 


Pp Dietrich that 


identified as wearing 


ign it in your presence? 


tatement sworn to? 





9-5/17-SR-2 Colonel Ellis. 


Was the statement obtained voluntarily? 

A Yes. 

Q Were any threats or promises made to obtain this 
statement? 

A No, 

Q Was any harsh, cruel or inhumane treatment used to 
obtain this statement? 

A No. 

PROSECUTION: Prosecution offers in evidence a state~ 
ment marked Prosecution ixhibit Number 6 for identification, to 
be attached to the record and marked Prosecution's Exhibit 
Number 6, 

LT, COL. DWINELI: On behalf of the Defense, we make 
the same objection as has been made in the previous exhibit on 
the ground that Prosecution is offering a sworn statement that 
can only be rebutted by unsworn evidence. 

PRESIDENT: Objection overruled. The exhibit offered 
by the Prosecution is admitted into evidence and will be marked 
Exhibit P-6. 

(Whereupon the document referred to, having been previously 
marked and identified was received in evidence as Prosecution 


Exhibit No. P-6 and is attached hereto and made a part of the 


411 you mark this Prosecution xxhibit 


(Whereupon the document referred to was ma : Prosecution 
Exhibit No. P-6-A for identification by the reporter. ) 
PROSECUTION: Prosecution offers in evidence a true and 
h translation of Prosecution's Exhibit 6, to be 
attached to the record und marked Pro secution's Exhibit Number P-6-A. 
% COUNSEL: No objection. 


PRESIDENT: There being no objection, the exhibit 


(Perl-Direct ) 





9-5/17="R-3 offered by the Prosecution is admitted into evidence and will 
be marked Exhibit P-6-A. 
(Whereupon the document referred to, having been previously 
marked and identified was received in evidence as Prosecution 
Exhibit No. P-6-A and is attached hereto and made a part of the 
record. ) 


PROSECUTION: Permission is requested to read Exhibit 


ENT: Permission is granted. 


PROSECUTION: (Reading) i "I, Oberstgruppenfuehrer and 
Generaloberst, Sepp DIETRICH, having been first duly sworn, 
make the following statement: 


During the EIFEL Offensive in December 19/4, and 
January 1945, I was Supreme Commander of the 6th Panzer 
Army. 


On 12 December 194, a conference with the Fuehrer 
took place in BAD NAUHEIM. All officers up frem Divi- 
sional Commander belonging to those units which were to 
be committed in the impending ARDENNES Offensive parti- 
cipated in this conference. The Fuehrer gave a three- 
hour address at this conference. In this, he said among 
other things, that the impending battle must be won by all 
means. The decisive hour of the German people had arrived 
and it was to be or not to be. We would have to fight 
hard and recklessly. /The Fuehrer said furthermore that) 
we would have to act With brutality and show no humane © 
inhibitions. The Fuehrer also said that a wave of fright 
and terror should precede us and that the enemy's resist- 
ance is to be broken by terror. 


In the order ich I issued for the 6th Panzer Army 
for the RIFE Offensive, due to the talk of the Fuehrer, I 
ordered that our troops have to be preceded by a wave of 
terror and fright and that no humane inhibitions should be 


order. 


I ordered further that every resistance is to be 
broken by terror. 


However, I certainly did not erder that the prisorfers 
should be « I didn't mention prisoners of war 
hoever claims anything of the sort i peaking 


ving been influenced by th b ree or 


ent voluntarily and of my om 


es of any kind? 
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9-5/17-SR-h 


I swear to God that the facts which I have set forth 
in this statement are true and I am prepared to repeat same 
before any court of justice. 
(signed) Sepp DIETRICH 
Generaloberst Oberstgruppenfuehrer 
22 March 1946 6th Panzer Army” 


Witnessed: 
(signed) RAPHAET. SHUMACKER 
Capt. CNP 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 
twenty-second day of March 1946 at 
SCHWABISCH HALL, GERMANY 
WILLIAM R, PERL 
lst It. M.I. 0-555149 
Investigator-Examiner, USFET" 
(Whereupon Prosecution's Exhibit P-6-A was read in the 
German language to the Court and the accused by the interpreter. ) 
PROSECUTION: Prosecution hands the reporter a statement 
to be marked Prosecution's Exhibit P-7 for identification. 
(Whereupon the document referred to was marked Prosecution 
Exhibit No. P-7 for identification by the reporter. ) 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (Contd, ) 
Q During the course of your assignment as an investigator 


in the Malmedy case, did you ever have occasion to interrogate 


Joachim Peiper? 


he an accused in this case now in hearing before 


Q Take a look at the defendants on your left and see if 
he is among those present. 
A Yes. 


wearing? 


(Perl-Direct ) 
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9-5/17-3R-5 42, 
PROSECUTION: Joachim Peiper, stand up. 
(Whereupon the accused stood up as directed. ) 
LT. COL. DWINEIL: May I object to this and ask for 
a ruling from the Court? Counsel for the Prosecution has in- 
troduced two exhibits pertaining to the accused Dietrich. 
Counsel for the Prosecution is now offering in evidence exhibits 
of the same nature with respect to the accused Peiper. For the 


convenience of the Court, we would like to have a ruling at 


this time as to whether or not we may not be permitted at this 


moment to begin the cross examination of the witness with re- 
spect to the taking of Dietrich's statement and then when that 
matter has been decided, to proceed with the next accused. 
PRESIDENT: Objection overruled. 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION (Contd. ) 
During the course of your interrogation of Peiper, did 
he make a statement’? 
A Yes. 
Q Was it oral or written? 
First oral and then written. 
I hand you a statement marked Prosecution Exhibit P-7 
identification and ask you if you can identify it? 
A Yes, I can. 
Do you know whose handwriting this statement 
signed it’ 
A Yes. 
Whese is it? 
Joachim Peiper'ts. 
Is this the same yJoachim Peiper you have just identified 


@s wearing number,42* 


-Direct ) 





9-5/17-SR-6 Yes. 
Was the statement signed in your presence? 
Yes. 
Was the statement taken under oath? 
Yes. 
Who administered the oath? 
I did. 
Was this statement given voluntarily? 
Yes. 
Was any duress used to obtain the statement? 
A No. 
Q Did you make any threats or promises to obtain the 
statement? 


A No. 
Q Did you use any harsh, cruel or inhumane treatment to 
obtain this statement? 

A No. 
Q Was this statement taken in the same manner as those 
you took from Dietrich which you have previously testified to? 

A In the same manner as Dietrich's statement and the one 
which has been first introduced here. 

I hand you Prosecution's Exhibit Number 5 and ask you 
if this was used on the accused Peiper when he was moved inside 
the prison 

The same kind of hood 

Was it for the same purpose as when it was used on 
Dietrich? 

A Yes. 


PROSECUTION: Prosecution offers in evidence Prose- 


cution's exhibit marked number P-7 for identification, to be 


(Perl*Direct ) 
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9-5/17-SR-7 attached to the record and marked Prosecution Exhibit Number 
P-7. 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: May it please the Court, there is 
no objection except that as previously interposed and if we 
could at this time have a ruling from the Court as to the 
character of each one of these sworn statements pertaining to 
the accused, we will not make a similar objection in the future. 
As I understand, the Court has ruled that these will be admitted 
in evidence for whatever probative value the Court decides they 
have. If we could at this time have a ruling we will not inter- 
ject any more objections. If the Court could rule on each one 
of these, not individually, but as a blanket ruling, that all 
future confessions of the accused tliat have been sworn to, that 
the Defense makes the same objections that were previously 
denied, 


LAW MEMB®R: There being no objection by the Court, 


the Law Member will make the ruling on behalf of the President. 


The request of Counsel for Defense must necessarily be denied 
in view of the fact that it is impossible for the Court to de- 
termine in advance the contents or the nature of any statement 


or the conditions under which it was obtained, It is suggested 








that if the Defense wish to object to each statement as it is 

offered, the Defense may note its objection on record, giving 

the same reasons as given heretofore. 
PRESIDENT: Objection overruled. The document will ‘be received, 

(Whereupon the document referred to, having been previously 

marked and identified, was received in evidence as Prosecution's 

exhibit P-7, is attached hereto and made a part of this record.) 
-ROSECUTION: Prosecution offers in evidence a true 


and correct English translation of Prosecution Exhibit P-7, to 
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9-5/17-SR=-8 be attached to the record and marked Prosecution Exhibit 


P-7-A. 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: No objection. 

PRESIDENT: There being no objection to the exhibit 
offered by the Prosecution is admitted in evidence and will be 
marked Exhibit P-7-A. 

(Whereupon the document referred to was marked Prosecution 
Exhibit P-7-A and was received in evidence as Prosecution 
Exhibit P-7-A, is attached hereto and made a part of this 
record. ) 

PROSECUTION: Permission is requested to read Prosecution 
Exhibit P-7-A to the Court. 

PRESIDENT: Permission is granted. 

PROSECUTION: (Reading): 


"I, SS Standartenfuehrer Joachim PEIPER, after being 
duly sworn state; 


"During the BIFEL offensive in December 1944 and 
January 1945, I was commander of the lst SS Panzer Regiment 
L.SS.A.H. as well as leader of the Armored group which was 
under my command. 


At that time my Armored Group belonged to the Leib- 
standarte Adolf Hitler. The official name of the L.SS-A.H. 
was the lst SS panzer Division L.SS.A.H. The commander of 
the lst SS Panzer Division L.SS.A.H. was at that time 5S 
Oberfuehrer Willibald MOHNKE. 


The lst SS Panzer Division L.SS.A.H. belonged at that 
time to the lst SS Panzer Korps, which at that time was 
the command of SS Gruppenfuehrer General Lieutenant 


The 1st Panzer Korps belonged at that time to the 
6th Panzer Army which was under the command of SS Ober t-+ 
gruppenfuehrer an Jeneraloberst Sepp (Josef) DIETRICH. 


The 6th Army was generally called by us 6th sS Panzer 
Army. However, I believe that the name 6th SS Panzer Army 
was only later adopted officially. 

I have made this statement voluntarily and d my own 
will, uninfluenced,by duress, threats, or harsh treatment, 


and uninfluenced by promises of any kind. 


I swear before God that the facts stated in this 
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9-5/17-SR-9 statement are true and I am prepared to repeat them, under 
Sally fls oath at any time before any court, 
Barton 
(signed) Joachim Peiper 
SS standartenfuehrer 
28.II1.1946. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 
twenty eighth day of March 1946 at . 
SCHWABISCH HALL, Germany 


WILLIAM R. PERL 

Ist Lt. M.I. 0-555149 
Investigator-ixaminer 
War Crimes Branch 
USFET " 


(Whereupon Prosecution Exhibit P=7-A was read in the German 


language to the Court and the accused by the interpreter. ) 


ST rt ane = 





PROSECUTION: Permission is requested to feed Prosecu- 
tion's Exhibit P-7-A to the Court. 

PRESIDENT: Granted. 
(Whereupon Prosecution's Exhibit P-7-A was read to the Court in 
the English language.) 


R I, SS Standartenfuehrer Joachim Pelper, after being 
duly sworn state: 


During the RIFEL offensive in ember 19))} and Jan 
1945, I was comaander of the lst SS Panzer Regiment 
L.SS.A.H. as well as leader of the Armored group which 
was under my command. 


At that time my armored Group belonged to the Leibs- 
tandarte Adolf Hitler. The official name of the L.SS.A.H 
was the 1st Panzer Division L.SS.A.H. 1@ commander of 
the lst SS Panzer Division L.S5.A.H. was at that time SS 
Oberfuehrer Willibald Mohnke. 


ec p. 


The 1st SS Panzer Di ion L.SS.A > 
that time to the Ist SS Panzer Korps, which 


The lst SS Panzer Korp 
6th P, 


The 6th Army was generally called by us 6th ss 
Panzer Army, however I believe that the name 6th SS 
Panzer Army was only later adopted officially, 

I have made this statement voluntarily and of my own 
will, uninfluenced by duress, threats, or harsh treatment, 
and uninfluenced by pro 3 
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Picture Affidavits executed by the accused Joachim Peiper, to be 
marked Prosecution's Exhibits P=7-3 and P-7-C and attached to the 
record, 
DEFENSE: There is no objection on the part of 
ths defense. 
PRESIDENT: There being no objection, the Exhibits 
offered by the Prosecution are admitted into evidence and will 
be marked Exhibits P-7-B and P-7-C. 
(Whereupon the documents referred to, having been previously marked 
and identified were received in evidence as Prosecntion's Exhibits 
P-7-B and P-7-C - are attached hereto and made a part of the record.) 
PROSECUTION: I will now read Prosecuti on's Exhibit 


P-7-B: 


(Whereupon Exhibit P-7-B was read to the Court in English language 


“ I, Joachim Peiper, being first duly sworn 
make the following statement under oath: 


The above two photographs are photographs of 
the same Gruppenfuehrer General-Lieutnant Priess ment- 
foned by me in my davit dated 28 March 196. 

Joachim Peiper 
SS Standartenfuehrer 
1.8S Pz 


ore m t 


(Whereupon 


Jourt by th 


©, Riptographs, are pkotographs of 
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i#10 by me in my affidavit dated 28 Mar 1916. 
17.8.3. 
Joachim Peiper 
SS Standartenfuehrer 
1 SS Pz Ret. L.SS.A.H. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 
15th day of April 196. 


ROBERT FE BYRNE 
1st Lt. JAQD 


(Whereupon the German translation of Exhibit P-7-C was read to the 
Court by the Interpreter.) 

PROSECUTION: The prosecution hands to the Reporter 
statement to be marked Prosecution's Exhibit 8 for identification 
(Whereupon the document referred to was marked Prosecution's Exhibit 
P=8 for identification by the Reporter), 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 
PROSECUTION: 
Q During the course of your ass 
in the Malmedy case, did you ever have occasion to interview 
Kraemer 7 
A Yes 
Q Is he one o f the accused in the case now in } 


before this Court ? 
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17. 8. k. 


Yes 

Was it oral or written ? 

First oral then written. 

I now hand you this statement marked Presecution's 


for identification and ask you if you can identify it ? 


Yes 

Do you know whose handwriting it is in and who signed it? 
Yes 

Is this the same Fritz Kraemer you have identified as 


mumber 33 ? 


Yes 

Was this statement Signed in your presence ? 

Yes 

Is the statement taken under oath ? 

Yes 

WHo administered the oath ? 

I did 

Was any duress used to obtain this statement ? 
A No. 


Q Did you make any threats or promises to obtain this 
statement ? 


A No 


Q Did you use any harsh, cruel, or inhuman treatment to 
obtain this statement ? 

A No 

Q Was this statement taken in the Same manner as those you 
teok from Dietrich and Peiper which you have previously testified te ? 

A No. 

Q How did it differ ? 

A I took his oral statement first and then I asked Kraemer 
if he would object if I would call a stenographer and then I called 


one of the German Officers there - a stenographer - and in Kraemer's 


presence I dictated the contents of his oral statement to this German 
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Officer, Then I left and while I was absent the German stenographer 

dictated from his shorthand notes the statement of Kraemer. Then I 

asked Kraemer whether this is his statement and then he answered in 
the affirmative. I had him sign it and took his oath. 

Q Who was the German Officer who acted as stenographer? 

A He was the adjutant of the lst,battalion and his name 


is Kramm. 


Q Adjutant of the 1st battalion of what regiment ? 


A Of the 1st SS Panzer Regiment. 


Q Was Kramm a prisoner of war at the time he acted as 


stenographer ? 


Q Tas a hood, similar to Prosecution's Exhibit P—5 used 
on Kramm when he was moved inside the prison ? 


A Yes. 


Q Was it used for the samepurposes as it was used on 


Dietrich and Peiper ? 


The Frosecution now offers in evidence 
as Prosecution's Exhibit F-8, for identification to be attached to 
the record and marked Prosecution's 


The Defense m 
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offered by the Prosecution is admitted into evidence and will be 
marked Exhibit P-S-A. 

PROSECUTION: The Prosecution requests permission to 
read Exhibit P-8—a to the court. 

PRESIDENT: Granted. 
(Whereupon Prosecution's lxhibit P-8-A was read to the court in 
the English language.) 


“I, Fritz ludwig Karl Kraemer, being first duly 
sworn, state as follows: 


Since the 16th November 19 I was Chief of Staff 
of the 6th P2 Army.which was generally called 6th SS Pz Army. 
This function I exercised therefore, during the prepatation 
of the Ardennes Offensive, and during the Ardennes offensive, 
which started on the 16th December 1944 and lasted until 
approximately the 20th January 1945. I held this function as 
Chief of Staff of the 6 my until the capitulation in 
May 1945. TI mber ecember 194), and January 19))5 
my rank was SS 
SS. SS Brigadefuehrer as 
Seneral ranks. In April 195 


my capacity as Chief of Staff of the 6th Pz Army, 
it was among other things, my tasl: to draft orlers ef the 
6th Pz Arny, Which went to its subordinate units, and have 


them ereperen and sulsequently presented for signature to 
the 0 erbefchlahaber Oberstgruppenfuehrer Dietrich. 


All orders which originated from the 6th Pz Army had to 
go through my hands, 


Prior to the Eifel offensive 19h, a large Army order 
went to the corps under me, among them alsoto the lst Ss 
Pz Corps, which was under the command of SS Gruppenfuehrer 
and General-lieutenant of the Waffen SS Priess. Also a number 


of smaller orders went to the Corps, naturally, also to the lst 
SS Pz Corps. 


The large order of attack which contained all tact- 
ical and technical details and in my estimation comprised 
about 30 typed pages went to the Corps between the 6th and 
10th of December 19). Apart from othex smaller orders also 
an order of the day went to the Corps, immediately prior 
to the offensive —- I believe it was on the 14.12.194 -- 
which was to be read and made knovm to the troops only 
immediatély prior to the offensive. 


The most important orders were signed personally by 
Oberstgruppenfuehrer Sepp Dietrich. In any case, the large 
attack order and the order of the day mentioned previously 
to be made known to the troops only immediately prior to 
the offensive, were Signed by him. 


This order of the day which was to be made know to 
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the troops prior to the offensive went from us to the 
corps, from the corps to the divisions and from there 
further on down. This was either done by us, that is 
the 6th Pz Army - reproducing the order and deliver- 
ing the copies to the corps or else that the corps 
reproduced the original order. 


In case we ourselves did not send copies to the corps, 


the corps too might s: imply. have read the order to the com- 
anders udder it, gamerety he commanders could have taken 
notes in order to be able to pass it on to the troops. 


However, it is also possible that the army itself pre- 
pared copies and sent them to the corps. 


In all tactical orders, also in the large attack order, 
as well as in the order of the day, it was also stated among 
other things that the Maas had to be reached as quickly as 
possible, I stated at first in my oral interrogation that it 
also read in this order that one should not be concerned 
about prisoners of war. In an oral interrogation after- 
wards, I then stated that it read in this order that the 
leading units mst not delay themselves with the evacuation 
of prisoners of war because this was the task left to the 
units following up. 


The combat group under the command of Oberstf.J.Peiper 


was such a forward unit. For the commitment of this combat 
unit Peiper the Army is not responsible. 


This happened by order of the lst SS Pz Corps, or the 
ist SS Pz Div LSSAH. /Furthermore, it was said that the enemy 
who was east of the Mass must be destroyed. In an order I no 
longer recall which one it was , it also read that the expect- 
ed terror of the civilian population was to be broken by 
force. I no longer know whether it said here that the terror 
of the civilian population was to be broken by terror. Any- 
how violent measures were recommended for this. I know for 
certain that in the order of the day, it stated among other 
things that every man mst commit himself ruthlessly with 
his whole self.\It is possible that it read in the order of 
the day made known to the troops that it should be fought 
in the old SS spirit. , 


I know that Oberstgruppenfuehrer Sepp Dietrich upon his 
return from the conference with the Fuehrer, left our Headquar- 
ters for a short time to look up General Priess of the lst 
SS Pz Corps, to give instructions. 


It is unknown to me what sort of instruction it was 
Oberstgruppenfuehrer Dietrich gave General Priess orally. 
I made this statement voluntarily and of my om will, 
uninfluenced by duress, threats or harsh treatment and un- 
influenced by promises of any kind. 


I swear before God that the statements which I made in 
this deposition are true and am prepared to repeat same under 
oath before any court. 


Fritz Ludwig Karl Kraemer 

SS Gruppenfuehrer and General-Lieutenant 
of the Waffen SS. 

10 April 196. 
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Witness; 
Homer B Crawford 
It Col. Air Corps. 
Sworn to and subscribed to before me this 


10th day of April 1946, at Schwabisch Hall, 
Germany. 


WILLIAM R PERL 

lst Lt. MI. 0-5551\9 
InvestigaterExaminer. 
WCB.USFET. 


(Whereupon the German translation of Exhibit P-8 was read to 
the Court by the Interpreter) 


PROSECUTION: The Prosecution offers in evidence 
two picture affidavits of Fritz Indwig Karl Kraemer, to be marked 
as Prosecution's Exhibits P-8=B and P-8-C, 

DEFENSE: The is no objection on the part of the 
Defense. 

PRESIDENT: There being no objection, the Exhibits 


offered by the Prosecution are adnitted inte evidence and will 
be marked P-8-b and P-8-C. 


PROSECUTION: The prosecution requests permission to 


read to the court, Prosecution's Exhibit P-8-b, 
PRESIDENT: Granted. 
("hereupon Exhibit P-8-B was read to the Court in the English Lang- 


uage as follows): 


“ I Fritz Ludwig Karl Kraemer, being first duly 
sworn, make the following statement under oath: 


The above two photographs are photographs of 
the same Sepp Dietrich mentioned by me in my affidavit 
dated 10 April 196. 

Fritz Ludwig Karl Kraemer 
Generalleutnant der Waffen ss 
Stab 6 Panzer Armee. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 
15th day of April 19)6. 
RAPHAEL SHUMACKER 
Capt. CMP. " 


(Whereupon the German translation of Exhibit P-8-b was read to the 
Court by the interpreter.) 

PROSECUTION: The Prosecution also requests permission 
te read Exhibit P-8-C to the Court. 


PRESIDENT: Granted. 
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17.8.9. (Whereupen Prosecution's Exhibit P-8-c was read to the Court in 


the English language as follows:) 


" I Fritz Ludwig Karl Kraemer, being first duly 
sworn make the following statement under oath: 


The above two photographs are photegraphs of 
the same Gruppenfuehrer and Genéral Lieutnant Priess 
mentioned by me in my affidavit dated 10 April 1916." 
Fritz Ludwig Karl Kraemer 
Generalleutaant Waffen SS 
Stab 6 Panzer Armee. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 
15th day ef April 196 
RAPHAEL SHUMACKER 
Capt.CéP. 
(Whereupon the German translation of Exhibit P-8-C was read to the 
Court by the interpreter). 
PROSECUTION: The Prosecution hands the Reporter 
a statement to be marked Prosecution's Exhibit P-9 for identific- 
ation. 
(Whereupon the document referred to was marked Prosecution's 
“Exhibit P-9 for identification by the Reporter. ) 
Q During the course of your interrogations did you take 
more than two statements which Dietrich signed? 
A Yes 
Q I now hand you prosecution's Exhibit P-9 for ident— 
ification and ask you if you can identify it ? 
A Yes I can. 
Q Do you know in whose handwriting this statement is and 
who signed it ? 
A Yes 
Q Who was it ? 
A Sepp Dietrich 
Q The same Dietrich you have previously identified as 


wearing Number 11 2 


A Yes 
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Was that statement signed in your presence ? 
Yes 

Was that statement taken under oath ? 

Yes 

Who administered the Oath ? 

Ie 

Was this statementgiven voluntarily ? 

Yes 

Was any duress used to obtain that statement ? 
No. 


Did you make any threats or promises to obtain that 


No. 
Did you use any harsh, cruel or inhuman treatment to 
obtain this statement ? 
A No. 
Q Was this statement taken in the same manner as that 
which you teok from Dietrich which you have previously testified to? 
A In a similar manner, 
PROSECUTION: The Prosecution offers in evidence 
Exhibit marked P-9 for identification to be attached to the r ecord 
and marked Prosecution's Exhibit P-9. 


DEFENSE: We object for the reasons previously 


PRESIDENTs Objection over-rmled. The Exhibit offered 
by the Prosecution is admitted into evidence and will be marked 


Exhibit P -9, 


(Whereupon the document referred te, having been previously marked 


and identified, was received in evidence as Prosecution's Exhibit 
P~9 and is attached hereto and made a part of the record.) 
PROSECUTION: The Prosecution offers in evidence a 
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true and correct English translation of Presecution's Exhibit Pep 
te be attached to the record and marked Prosecution's Exhibit P-9-4. 

DEFENSE: There is no objection on the part of the 
Defense: 

PRESIDENT: There being ne e@bjectien, the Exhibit effered 
by the Presecution is admitted into evidence and will be marked 
Exhibit P -9- 4. 

(Whereupen the document referred te, having been received in evidence 


as Presecution's Exhibit P-9-A is attached hereto and made a part of 


the record.) 


PROSECUTION: The Presecution requests pernissien to 
read Exhibit P-9-A to the Court. 


PRESIDENT: Permission granted. --- At this time the 


court will recess until 1315 hours. 


(Whereupon the court then recessed at 1200 hours) 





| XI,5/17,1sp CAMP DACHAU, GERMANY 


MAY 17, 1946 


AFTERNOON SESSION 
(Whereupon the Court reconvened at 1315 hours, 
17 May 1946.) 
PRESIDENT: Court will come to order. 
PROSECUTION; If the Court please, let 
the record show that all members of the Court, all 
members of the prosecution with the exception of 
Captain Shumacker who is absent on business of the 
prosecution, 911 members of the defense with the 
exception of Mr. Strong and Dr. Pfister who are 
absent on business of the defense, all of the 
accused and reporter are present. 
WILLIAM R. PERL, a witness for the Prosecution, 
resumed the stand and testified further through an 


interpreter as follows: 


DIRECT EXAMINATION (CONTINUED) 
PROSECUTION: I will now read Prosecution's 
Exhibit Number P-9-A. 


"I, Oberstgruppenfuehrer and Generaloberst 


Sepp DIETRICH, being duly sworn state the following; 


"The present Gruppenfuehrer and General- 
en 8S Fritz Ludwig Karl 


* the 6th Panzer’ Army. Before and 
8 offensive his rank was 
and Generalmajor of the Waffen SS. 


"All orders which were issued by the 6th Panzer 
Army either originated from him or were prepared 
on his orders. All orders which were submitted to 
me for signature went through the hands of my 
Chief of Staff Brigadefuehrer KRAEMER. 





of the speech and intentions of the Fuehrer. 


"I believe that the order which was to be 
read to the troops immediately before the 
beginning of the offensive was drawn up and 
signed by me immediately after my above des- 
cribed short meeting with Brigadefuehrer KRAEMER, 
therefore probably on the 13th December 1944, 


_"On the early morning of the 15th or 16th 
December 1944 I do not recall the exact date any 
more, it was a short time before the beginning of 
the offensive, I visited the Commanding General 
of the lst 8S Panzer Korps, General Leutnant PRIESS 
at his command post. There I discussed with him 
the method of the commitment. 


"I have made this statement voluntarily and 
of my own will uninfluenced by force, threats or 
duress, and uninfluenced by promises of any kind. 


"I swear before God that the statements in 
this deposition are true and I am prepared to 
repeat same before any court under oath. 


(signed) Sepp DIETRICH 
Generaloberst-Oberstgruppen- 
fuehrer 
11 April 1946, 


Witnessed in the presence of: 
MORRIS ELOWITZ 

Civilian Examiner 

WCB USFET 


Sworn to and subscribed to before me this 
llth day of April 1946, at Schwabisch Hall, 
Germany. 


WILLIAM R. PERL 

lst Lt. M.I. 0-555149 
Investigator-Examiner 
War Crimes Branch USFET." 


(Whereupon the statement was read in German by 


interpreter. ) 

PROSECUTION: re e Lor ffers in e 
picture affidavit signed by Sepp Dietrich to be 
attached to the record and marked Prosecution's 
Exhibit FPo-B. 

EFENSE COUNSEL: No objection. 
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PRESIDENT: There being no objection the 
exhibit will be received in evidence and marked 
Pro secution's Exhibit No. P-9-B, 

(Whereupon the document referred to above was 
received in evidence as Prosecution's Exhibit No. 
P-9-B and is attached hereto and made a part of 
the record.) 

PROSECUTION: Prosecution requires per- 
mission to read P-9-B, 

PRESIDENT: Granted. 


"I, Sepp Dietrich, being first duly sworn, make 
the following statement under oath: 


"The above two photographs are photographs of the 


same General Leutnant PRIESS mentioned by me 
in my affidavit, dated 11 April 1946. 


(signed) Josef Sepp Dietrich 
Oberstgruppenfuehrer 
6th SS Pz. Army 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 
15th day of April, 1946. 


Raphael Shumacker 
Capt. cmp" 


(Whereupon the statement was read in German by 
interpreter.) 

PROSECUTION: In order to present the case in 
as near a chronological order as possible, the 
prosecution would now like to excuse the witness, 
Lt. Perl and call another witness. We will have 


to recall Lt. Perl on many occasions however 


CROSS EXAMINATION 
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE (LT. COL. DWINEIL) 
Q How long was Dietrich at Schwabisch Hall? 
Approximately three weeks. 
Q During that period of time he was 
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interrogated many times, was he not? 
Yes. 


Were all the interrogations conducted by 


I don'b know that. 

Now you said on direct examination that the 
interrogations were conducted in a so-called 
interrogation cell, is that correct? 

A Right. 

Q You had an office for the transaction of 
business in the prison at Schwabisch Hall, did you 
not? 

A Yes. 

Q Why was it necessary to conduct the 
examination in a cell? 

A There were only two rooms available for 
offices and both rooms were used for offices and 
overcrowded. 

Q Will you describe this particular interro- 
gation cell? Tell us how large or how small it was 
and what furniture it contained and was it well 
lighted or not? 

PROSECUTION: If the, Court please, the 
prosecution objects to this line of guestioning 
because it doesn't have anything to do as we see 
of the volunteering of these statements or whether 
they were obtained under duress, or type of cell has 


nothing to do with it. 


LT. COL. DWINELL: We submit that, the showing 


the conditions surrounding the accused at the time 
was interrogated have some effect on his state 
mind and therefore is relevant on the auestion 


duress. 
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PRESIDENT; Objection overruled, 
LT. COL. DWINELL: Read the question please. 

(Whereupon the question was read by the reporter 
as follows; 

"Q Will you describe this particular interro- 
gation cell? Tell us how large or how small it was 
and what furniture it contained and was it well 
lighted or not?") 

A There were no special cells chosen as 
interrogation cells. There were regular cells which 
were nearest to the offices except for three cells. 
They were the nearest to the offices -- a whole 
flight of cells. 

Q Will you give us a description of the 
particular cell wherein Dietrich was interrogated? 

A Two of those cells which I Just described 
were a little larger than the other ones, All of 
them were well lighted. When prisoners of major 
importance were interrogated, we tried to interrogate 
them in one of the two larger cells if one of them 
was available. I remember for certain that Dietrich's 
first interrogation which dealt with the second 
statement introduced at this Court today was pur- 
posely taken in one of the larger cells. The 
second statement taken from him which is the first 


one introduced in Court today was taken in one of the 


regular cells which, however, was well lighted too. 


Q Now, both of these Statements were dideted, 


ere they not? 
A Yes, the way I described it before. 


Q Now, referring to Dietrich's statement of 
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the 22nd of March, isn't it a fact thet during the 


process of dictation, Dietrich vigorously protested 


that there were incorrect statements dictated to 


A 

Q Isn't 1t a fact referring again to the 
statement of the 22nd of March that you gave Dietrich 
no opportunity to reread his statement after he had 
written it? 


A It is wrong. He reread it and he rewrote 


Q Isn't it a fact, referring to the statement 
of the 22nd of March, that Dietrich was required 
to stand for a long period of time with his face to 
the wall prior to making his statement in writing? 

A No. As he was the highest ranking man, 
I still remember when he was brought in and all our 
staff in fact looked at him, or most of them when he 
was brought to the interrogation and certainly not 
more than a minute after he had passed the office 
being brought to the interrogation cell, Colonel 
Ellis and Iwent into the interrogation cell and he 
was brought in into the cell still with his hood 
on. 

Q Referring to the statement of the 28th 
of March, isn't it a fact that during the dictation 
by you, the accused Dietrich protested that you were 
dictating incorrect statements? 

A I do not know by heart which one is the 
statement of the 28th of March. Dietrich never 
protested that something not according to the truth 
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is being said, but he often corrected words which I 
wanted to use in the statements and of course, they 
were put down as he wanted them to be formulated. 

; Q On either of these occasions, did you see 
Dietrich mistreated physically in any way? 

A No. 

Q On each of these occasions was the accused 
brought into the cell with the black hood over his 
head? 

A I believe at every occasion. 

Q Prior to being brought into the cell with 
the black hood on his head, Dietrich, Peiper and 
Kraemer had been led from their cells where they 
lived, is that correct? 

A Correct. 

Q At any time were you able to know by 
observation what happened to either of those three 


accused on the times when they were led from their 


cell of habitation to the cell of interrogation? 


A Normally not, but in.one, case about which 
I already spoke Dietrich mentioned to me that he had 
been kicked once into his behind by somebody on his 
way. 
LT. COL. DWINELL: No further questions. 
PROSECUTION: If the Court please, is it 
oing to be the rule that many of the counsel will 
interrogate every witness or will we limit it to one 
of the defense counsel on the cfoss examfmatton? 
DEFENSE COUNSEL: 
we do not contemplate having if 
American counsel cross examining 
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it may occur however, that it will be necessary for 


three American counsel to interrogate the same witness 
because the witness may accuse a private, a non 
commissioned officer, and an officer. At the same 
time, one of the German counsel may interrogate or 
cross examine the witness pertaining to his own 
client. 

COLONEL ROSENFELD: Will defense counsel 
supply the Court with a copy of the names of German 
counsel and their clients for the use of the Court, 
not necessarily immediately but sometime in the 
near future. For the present the Court will request 
that counsel confine their cross questioning to those 
questions which directly affect their own clients. 

PROSECUTION: If the Court please, prosecu- 
tion does object to American counsel, more than one 
cross examining any one of our witnesses for the 
very reason they have been appointed to defend all of 
the defendants. They should be able to designate one 
of their people. They should be able to designate 
one of their counsel to conduct the cross examina- 
tion of any one particular witness. To do other- 
wise would permit one, two, three or four of the counsel 
depending upon the desire of the individual counsel to 
cross examine him almost interminably and badger him 
for a great length of time. Hach counsel could ask 
the same questions over, but they would say they 
were representing another group of defendants and it 
would certainly not be according to the principles of 
our jurisprudence. 

COLONEL ROSENFELD: For the time being, the 


defense counsel yill be permitted to examine witnesses 
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in the manner set forth by the chief defense 


counsel. If it becomes apparent in the future that 


questions are repeated or the cross examination 


becomes too long and protracted, the Court will 


then rule. 





DEFENSE: May it please the Court, Dr. Leer, representing the 
accused Peiper, would like to further interrogate the witness. 
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE (Dr. Leer); 

Q Could you tell the Court what you said after the first in- 
terrogation to Gol. Peiper -- before the start of the first interro- 
getion, what you told Col. Peiper? 

A Yes. When he came in I told him: "I saw you once before, 
in November or December, and I told you then it would be the best to 
tell me. the full truth right now, You then told me that you don't 
know anything about these incidents. Due to this, we continued our 
investigation and found out about many killings in whole detail. You 
are in now for the second interrogation, after we interrogated almost 
all the others. Don't you want to tell the full truth now? You see, 
the more we go into the case, the more we find out the full truth, and 
we know elmost, maybe, everything already." I then presented him with 
some of the statements, which showed that we had elready quite some 
detailed knowledge of the happenings, end I told him that, as on officer, 
he must know thet, in his condition, it is the best thing to surrender . 
unconditionally; thet he should not repeat the mistake Germany made 
when she did not surrender one yeear before; thet there was no sense to 
continue a hopeless fight. He then admitted the orders -- everything 
pertaining to the orders, as read in the statement here. Of oo irse, 
whet I seid are not exact words ofthe conversetion, but it is the 
exact meaning. 


Is it correct thet you said that he had a life behind him 


Q 
which is now broken after defeat of Germany? that his life from now on 
would be senseless because in a few days the SS organizations would be 
condemned in Nuernberg, and that now he had the opportunity to save 
the lives of his soldiers? 


PROSECUTION: If the Court please, the statement thet they are 


talking about has not yet been introduced in evi lence, end I ob4ect to 
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continuing cross examination on this first stetement to which they are 
referring -- I believe it is a statement dated the 2lst of March. 
However, it will be offered in evidence sometime later on this after- 
noon, and if the Defense is not allowed to crosseexamine then on thet 
statement, we have no objection to him cross-examining now. 

COL. ROSENFELD: The Court will handle that situetion when it 
arises. Objection overruled. 

DR. LBER: May he answer the question? 

COL. ROSENFELD: Yes. 

A I remember that I once talked to Peiper about his future 
life having not much sense and not much hope under the present condi- 
tions. I believe it was in December, but it might have been in April. 
At this occasion I told him: "You don't have much to expect from life 
any more == not more new events and developments. What remains for you 
is your honor as an officer and, therefore, you should speak the truth." 
I mentioned his past, his glorious past, in order to make him speak the 
truth. I never told him that, by speaking the untruth or something 
Similar, he could save any lives. Just the contrary. I insisted during 
all my interrogations, and at Peiper's interrogation, too, that we 
don't want anything but the truth. 

Q When were the statements of the other witnesses handed to 
Peiper, which you are referring to? 

In the course of the interrogation. 


At the first interrogation at Zuffenhausen, or at Schwabisch 


At his first interrogation, at Schwabisch Hell. 
Cen the witness remember when that took place? 
Not exactly, but it must have been at the beginning of April. 
DR. LEER: Thank you. 
PROSECUTION: Any more questions by the Defense? 
DEFENSE; Wo. 
PRESIDENT: The witness is excused. 


(Whereupon the witness was excused and withdrew.) 
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PROSECUTION: The Prosecution calls Mr. Morris Elowitz as its 
next witness. 

MORRIS ELOWITZ, called as a witness for the Prosecution, was 
Sworn and testified through an interpreter as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

PROSECUTION: The Prosecution hands the reporter a statement to 
be marked Prosecution Exhibit No. P10 for Identification. 

(Whereupon the document referred to was marked Prosecution Exhibit 
No. P-10 for Identification by the reporter.) 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION: 

Q Stete your name, occupation and station. 

A Morris Elowitz, investigator for War Crimes Branch, USFET. 

Q Are you a civilian employee of War Crimes Branch, USFET? 

A I am. 

Q What has your assignment been with Wer Crimes Branch? 

A I have been assigned as an investigator on the so-called 
Malmedy case. 

Q In your work as an investigator, have you ever had occasion 
to interrogete Hermann Priess? 

A I did, 


Is he an accused in the case now at hearing before this Court? 


Cen you identify him? 


Q 
A He is. 
Q 
A 


Yes. 

Q Take a look at the defendants on your left and see if he is 
among those present. 

A He is. 

Q What number is he wearing? 

A 5. 

PROSECUTION: Will Hermann Priess stand up. 

(Whereupon the defendant H@rmann Priess stood up.) 

Q During the coursevof the interrogation, did Priess make a 


statement? 
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Q 


Yes. He made an orel and a written etetement. 
Did you use en interpreter at the interrogation? 
Yes. 

Who was it? 

Mr. Joseph Kirschbaum. 


I hand you e statement marked Prosecution Exhibit No. P-10 


for Identification and ask you if you can identify it. 


A 
Q 


Yes. 


Do you know whose hendwriting this statement is in, and who 


Signed it? 


A 


Q 


It is in the handwriting of Hermann Priess and eigned by him. 


Is this the same Hermann Priess you have just identified as 


wearing No. 5? 


this 


A 


Q 
A 


Yes. 

Was the statement signed in your presence? 
Yes. 

Was anyone else present? 

Mr. Kirschbaum. 

Was this statement sworn to? 

Yes. 

Who administered the oath? 

1st Lt. Robert E. Byrne. 

Was the statement given volunterily? 

It was. 

Was duress used to obtain this statement? 
No. 


Did you make any threats or promises to obtain this state- 


Noe 


Did you use eny harsh, cruel, or inhumen ‘treatment to obtain 
y y , , 


statement? 


A 


No. 
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How was this statement taken? 


A The statement was taken in this manner; Hermann Priess was 
Seated on one side of the table, and I was seated on the opposite 
side. We discussed generally certain subjects which I suggested. 
Principally, it concerned the orders that came down from the First 
Corps, from the German Regimental Commander to his subordinate com= 
manders, during the Bifel or the Ardennes offensive. After we hed 
@iscussed the subject for some tine, I suggested a sentence which would 
be written, and Priess made his corrections or deletions or additions 
as te saw fit. Then that sentence was written down and we went on to 
the next sentence, and the final dreft of that sentence was handled in 
the same way. 

Q Wasa hood similar to Prosecution Exhibit No. P-5 used on 
Peiper when he was in prison? 

A I believe it was. At the times I saw Prioss he was already 
Seated in the interrogation room, and I did not see him either brought 
or led away from the room. 

PROSECUTION: The Proseoution offers in ovidence Prosecution 
Exhibit No. P-10 for Idontification, to be atteched to the record 
merked Prosecution Exhibit No. P10. 

COL. DWINELL; The Defense objects on the grounds previously stated, 


»jection overruled, The exhibit offered by the 


Prosecution is edmitted into evidence and marked Prosecution 
P«10 


PelO, 


(Whereupon 


PROSECUTION: The Prosecution offers in evidence a true 
Baglish translation of Prosecution Exhibi 
the record a marked Prosecution Ex 


DEFENSE: No objection. 


(Elowits - Direct) 





PRESIDENT: There being no objection, the exhibit offered by 


the Prosecution is admitted into evidence and will be marked P-10-A. 


(Whereupon the document referred to, having been previously 


identified, was received in evidence as Prosecution Exhibit No. P-10-A 
and is attached hereto and mede a part of the record.) 


PROSECUTION: The Prosecution requests permission to read Exhibit 
P-1l0=A, 


(Whereupon Prosecution Bxhibit No. PelO=A was read to the Court, 


as follows: ) 


"I, Hermann Priess, Generalleutenent of the Waffen ss, 
having been duly sworn upon osth mske the following state- 
ment: 


"In December 19); I was the commanding goneral of the 
I SS Panzer Korps. Under my command were two SS Penzer 
Divisions, 2 Volksgrenadier Divisions, and 1 Paratroop Di- 
vision. The two 8S Divisions were; lst SS Panzer Division 
'Leibstandarte Adolf Hitler’ under the command of SS Ober- 
fuehrer Mohnke, and 12th SS Panzer Division 'Ritler Jugend’ 
under the command of SS Standartenfuehrer Kraas. My Korps 
was atteched to the 6th Panzer Army. The commending gen- 
erel was SS Oberstgruppenfuehrer and Generaloberst of the 
Waffen SS Dietrich, Josef. On the 11th or 12th December 
19); I was ordered to Bad-Nduheim, ond there e speech of 
the Fuehrer took place. I remember with certainty that at 
this speech SS Oberstgruppenfuehrer Sepp Dietrich and SS 
Oberfuehrer Mohnke were present. The Fuehrer spoke for 
about two hours. The Fuehrer said to us thet in the coming 
offensive the fate of Germany would be decided. I am not 
now eble to remember any longer e11 the details of the 
speech of the Fuehrer, but I do know that it concerned it- 
self exclusively about the coming offensive in the west 
which leter on was known as the 'Eifel Offensive.' The 
part of the speech of the Fuehrer in which he occupied him- 
self with terror is, as far as I remember now, was 
he said to u Terror is to be met with terror. Any 
resistance is to be broken ruthlessly.’ The Fuehrer did 
not explein what he meant by 'terror.' I interpreted the 
phrase of the Fuehrer referring to terror es meaning thet 
the enemy eir attacks on the German civilian population 
Should finally be avenged. I considered the 
nda which preceded the 
lude from it that the Pig 
1 front should be changed. Several 
start of the 'Eifel Offensive' I received the F 
and shortly before the stert of the attack the Order of 
Day fraa the headquarters of the 6th Panzer Army. I trans- 
mitted the part of thé Field Order which concerned the 
divisions to the respective ‘divisions, and the Order of the 
Day to all division commanders under my command to be read 
to all troops. I remember that these two orders said “het 
h throvgh ruthlessly to the Meas; thet every 
#4 that terror had to be met by 
remember at this time enything in the two 
Panzer Army stating thet a weve of fear 
i precede our troops. However, it is pos- 
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sible that the orders conteined Such a remark, but at this 
time I do not remember it. 1 interpreted those remarks 
concerning ruthlessness, use of terror, etc. as propagenda 
in the seme manner as I did the Speech of the Fuehrer in Bad 
Nauheim and I did not believe that through that there would 
be any irregularity in fighting methods. I also assumed 
that my division commanders understood and interpreted those 
remarks as I did, 


"On the afternoon of 15th December 1944, 1 Spoke at my 
C.P. in Schmidtheim to the commanding officers of the ad- 
vence elements and, I believe, to the division commanders, 
Due to the fact that severe) commanders arrived late and I 
immediately thereupon had to go to another meeting, my 
Speech was very short. I published the Order of the Day of 
8S Oberstgruppenfuehrer Dietrick and reminded each commander 
briefly on his mission end on his duty. 


"I make this statement consisting of ) pager volunter- 
ily, without coercion, threats, or promises of reward. 


(Signed) Hermann PRIESS 
Generalltn. of the Waffen SS 
16 April 1916 


Subscribed end sworn to 
before me this 16th day 
of April 1916 


(Signed) Robert E. BYRNE 
lst Lt. JAGD 


Witnessed in the presence of 
(Signed) Morris ELOWITZ 
Civilian Exeminer 
WCE, USFET" 


(Whereupon the statement was read in German to the accused by 


the interpreter.) 





DC: Wo cross-examination. 


PRESIDENT; Are there any questions by the 


(There being no further questions, the witness 


Was excused and resumed his seat.) 


PROSECUTION: The prosecution recalls Lieuten- 
ant Perl. 

(Whereupon Lieutenant Perl resumed the stand.) 

PROSECUTION: The witness is reminded that he 


is still under oath. 


Lt. Per]: Yes, sir. 


UESTIONS BY THE PROSECUTION: 


Q- Now, during your interrogation of Joachim Peiper, whom 


you have previously identified as wearing "No. 42", did you take 


more than one written statement? 
A. Yes. 
Q I hand you a document marked "Prosecution Exhibit No. 
rp identification, and you if you can identify it? 
Yes. 
vyhose handwriting this etatement is in and 

signed it? 

A. Yes. 


Q- Who's is it? 


(Perl -- Re-Direct) 
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A. Joachim Peiper, 


" Q. Is thet the same Joachim Peiner that you have previously 


identified as wearing "No. 42"? 
A. Yes. 
Was the statement taken under oath? 
Yes. 
Who administered the oath? 
I did. 
Was this stetement ¢iven voluntarily? 
Yes. 
Was duress used to obtain this statement? 
Yo. 
Did you make any threats or promises to obtain this 
statement? 
A. Wo. 
Q. Did you use any harsh, cruel, or inhuman treatment to 
obtain that statement? 
A. Wo. 
Q- Will you describe how that statement was taken? 
A. This is the statement referred to in my previous in- 
terrogation by this lawyer, who's name, unfortunately, I've for- 
gotten at the moment; this is the statement referred to in my 


previous interrogation. 
The Prosecution offers 
into evidence the document marked "Prosecution Exhibit No. 11, 
5 
the defense objects to this con- 


on the grounds previously; ated, 


Re-Direct) 





PRUSIDENT: The objection is overruled. 
The Exhibit offered into evidence by the prosecution will be 
admitted into evidence ond marked Prosecution Exhibit Pell. 

PROSECUTION: The prosecution now offers 
into evidence a true and correct translation, to be attached 


to the record and marked "Prosecution Exhibit P-11-A", 


PRESIDENT: The translation offered into 


evidence by the prosecution will be accepted into evidence by 


the court and attached to the record, marked "Prosecution Ixhi- 


bit P-11-a". 


OM: The prosecution requests 
permission to read Prosecution Exhibit P-ll-A into the record 


at this time. 


SIDENT; Granted, 


TJA: "I, SS Standartenfuehrer Joachin 
Peiner, make the following statement under oath, after first 
being duly sworn, 

"During the Hifel Offensive, in 
December 1944, I was SS Obersturmfuehrer and Commander in 
charge of the Armored Group. 

"I, myself, wes notified only very 
late about the particulars of the coming campai *n, and I could 
not influence the preparation of this offensive. 

“About the 12t! 

of KOLL, a meetin, ith the Fuehrer took 
all commanders, down to Division Commanders 
vated. I did not participate at this meeting. I do not know 
what orders were issued there. I only lmow that the Fuehrer 


made a three-hour address. Until the 10th of December, I had 
, 





not the slightest idea in which direction our offensive would 


take place. On the 14th December, 1944, I was ordered to the 


Division Command Post, which was located in BLANKENHBIM, where 


I had but a short conversation with the Division Commander, Ober- 
fuehrer MOHNKH, The field order and the other material, such as 
maps, disposition of the enemy, and so forth, I received from the 
"Ia" of the Division, SS Obersturmfuehrer ZIZMSSEN. I did not 
read the material given to me at the Divisional Command Post, be- 
cause I was in a hurry, and was also in a bad mood, because I 
disagreed with the entire preparation for the undertaking which 


looked highly defective to me, 


"I then returned on the same day to my Command 

Post, which was located in a Forester's house in the BLAWONHUIM 
woods, First, I ordered my Adjutant, Hauptsturmfuehrer Hans GRUHLE, 
to call a commenders' meeting for the same day, at about 1600 hours. 
This left me about two hours, which I used to study the material 
handed to me at the Division. The very first impression of the 
terrain which I got, with the aid of the maps, reassured my opin- 
ion thet it was a desperate undertaking. I can remember that in 
this material, among other things, was an order of the 6th SS Pan- 
zer Army, with the contents that considering the desperate situa- 
tion of the German people, a wave of terror and fright should pre- 
cede our troops. Also, this order pointed out that the German 
soldier should in this offensive recall the innumerable German 
victims of the bombing terror. Furthermore, it was stated in 

order that the enemy resistance had to be broken by terror. 

I am nearly certain that in this order it expressly 

i that prisoners mus e sho yhere the local co 


f combat should 





“This order was incorporated into the Regimental 
order, which was dram up on my command by Hauptsturmfeuhrer GRUHLE, 
based on the material handed to us. 


"Close to 1600 hours, the Commanders' meeting took 
Place, at which the following persons participated: myself, Sturm- 
bannfeuhrer Werner POETSCHKE, Sturmbannfeuhrer (then Hauptsturmfeuh- 


rer), Josef DIEFENTHAL, Sturmbannfeuhrer Gustav KNITTEL (although 


he arrived a little late), Obersturmfeuhrer HARDIECK, Sturmbannfeuhrer 
Dr. STICKEL, Hauptsturmfeuhrer OTTO, and I believe also the Major 

who commanded the Anti-aircraft Battalion attached to me. In addi- 
tion, Hauptsturmfeuhrer GRUHLE was at least temporarily present, 

At this meeting, I did not mention anything that prisoners of war 
should be shot when the local conditions of combat should so require 
it, because those present were all experienced officers to whom this 


was obvious. 


"In the meantime, the Regimental orders were written 
and were picked up by the battalions, either during the night or 


on the following day. 


"It is possible, although I don't know for sure, 
that the paragraph of the Regimental orders which dealt with the 
prisoners of war, and was taken from the Army order without receiv- 
ing any additions, was not sent to the battalions in writing, but 
for reasons of security was only looked at in the Regiment, and 


remained there to avoid this order falling into enemy hands, 


"The above Army order, about which I have just talk- 


ed, was signed by SS Oberstgruppenfeuhrer and Generaloberst Sepp 


"I know, however, that the order to use brutality 
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was not given by Sepp Dietrich out of his om initiative, but 
that he only acted along the lines which the Feuhrer had express- 
ly laid dom, 


When I was received on 1 December 19) 
by Division Commander, Oberfeuhrer MOHNK®, he told me that he was 
present at the meeting with the Feuhrer and that, on orders of 
the Feuhrer, it had to be fought with special brutality, Whether 
on this occasion Oberfeuhrer MOHNKE used the word 'brutality', or 
something similar, I don't know any longer, at least that was 
the sense of it. Oberfeuhrer MOHNKE also said that the Feuhrer 
stated: '...It has to be fought without humane inhibitions, 
and one should remember the victims of the bombing terror...'. 
Oberfeuhrer MOHNKE also said on this occasion that the Feuhrer 
spoke excellently -- for three full hours -- and that he had ex- 
pressed the fullest confidence for victory. After the Feuhrer's 
address, as Oberfeuhrer MOHNKE told me, only Field Marshall MODEL 
gave a 'Sieg Heil' to the Feuhrer -- nobody else spoke. On the 
morning of 15 December 19h);, I was at the Command Post of the 
1st SS Panzer Corps, where the Commanding General SS Gruppenfeuh- 
rer General Lieutenant PRIESS spoke in front of all Regimental 
Commanders and commanders of independent units under him, Inde- 
pendent units have at least the size of a battalion, but they are 


not under a regiment, but directly under a Division. 


"At this meeting about thirty commanders 
and leaders of independent units participated, Among others, I 
saw SKORZENY there for the first time. From my Panzer Group only 
Sturmbanrfeuhrer Gustav KNITTEL was present, with the exception 


of myself, General Lieutenant PRIESS spoke about the meeting 


with the Feuhrer and he also said that, on orders of the Feuhrer, 
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to fight with reckless brutality, Here also, I don't know 
the exact wording, tnt I am nearly certain that General Lieu- 


tenant PRIESS used the words as they were in the Army order, 


when he talked abcut the manner in which to treat the enemy 


and fight him, Anyhow, out of his words emerged that we had 
to fight with brutality and that this was expressly desired by 


the Feuhrer, 


"I make these statements voluntarily and 
out of my own free will, uninfluenced by pressure, threats, 
harsh treatment or promises of any kind. I swear before God 
that these statements which I made are true and I am prepared 
to repeat them under oath before any court. Signed: Joachim 
Peiper, SS Standartenfeuhrer, 21 March 196, Witnessed: Raph- 
ael Schumacher, Captain, CMP, Sworn to and subscribed before 
me this 21st day of Warch, 196, at SCHWABISCH HALL, Germany, 
Simmed: William R, Perl, First Lieutenant, M.I., Investigator- 


Examiner, War Crimes Pranch, USFET," 


PROSECUTION; The prosecution offers into 
evidence at this time, picture affidavits executed by Joachin 
Peiper, to be attached to the record and to be marked Prosecu- 
tion Exhibits P-11-B, P-11-C, P-11-D, P-11-H, P-11-r, and P-11- 


G. 


The defense has no objection, 


IDENT: The picture affidavits offer- 
ed into evidence by th ton will be accepted into evi- 


jence by the court, attached e record and marked Prosecu- 


tion Exhibits P-11-P thr6ugh G 


The prosecution requests 


permission to read these picture affidavits to the court. 


(Statement of Peiper) 





PRESIDENT: Granted. 


(Whereupon the trial judge advocate read 
to the court the identification data pertaining to the accus- 
ed appearing on the picture affidavits admitted into evidence 


by the court as Prosecution Exhibits P<ll-A through P-11-F, 


which are attached hereto.) 


PROSECUTION: The prosecution hands the 
reporter a statement to be marked "Prosecution Exhibit 12, for 


identification", 


Q. While you were an investigator of the Malmedy case, 


did you ever have occasion to interrogate one, Franz Sievers? 


A. Yes, 

Q. Is he an accused now, in this case? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Will you take a look at those present, and see if 
he is among them? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What number is he wearing? 

A. Fifty-nine, 

Q. During the course of the interrogation of the accus- 
ed Sievers, did he make a statement? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Was it oral or written? 

A. Oral first, then written, 

Q. I hand youa paper, marked "Prosecution Exhibit 12, 
for identification", and I ask you if you can identify it? 

A. Yes. 


Q. Was that statement sipned in your presence? 
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A. Yes, 

Q. Do you know whose handwriting this statement is in 
and who signed it? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Who? 

A. Franz Sievers. 

Q. Is that the same Franz Sievers that you have just 
identified as wearing No. 59? 


A. Yes, 


Q. When he signed this statement, was there anyone else 


present? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Who was it? 
A. Captain Schumacher, 
Was this statement sworn to? 
Yes. 
Who administered the oath? 
Captain Schumacher, 
Was this statement given voluntarily? 
Yes, 
Was duress used to obtain this statement? 
No. 
Did you make any threats or promises to obtain this 
statement? 
No. 
id you use any harsh, cruel or inhuman treatment to 
obtain that statement? 
A. No. 


Q. How was that statement taken? 


(Qualif 





. 


A. Sievers first was interrogated about the subject of 
these orders and he then made an oral statement and then he 
wrote it dowmm according to -~ in his own words. This state- 
ment was dictated by me. 

Q. I hand you Prosecution Exhibit No. 5 and ask you if 
a hood of this type was ever worn by Sievers, when he was in 
prison? 


A. Yes, it was. 


PROSECUTION: The prosecution offers into 
evidence at this time the statement marked "Prosecution Exhibit 
12, for identification", to be attached to the record and to 


be marked "Prosecution Exhibit 12", 


DEFENSE; The defense objects, on the 


grounds previously stated. 


The objection is overruled. 

DEFENSE: The defense has no further ob- 
jection. 

PRESIDENT: The statement marked "Prosecu- 
tion Exhibit 12, for identification" and offered into evidence 
by the prosecution as "Prosecution Exhibit 12" will be accept- 
ed into evidence by the court and marked Prosecution Exhibit 12, 


for attachment to the record, 


The prosecution offers into 


true and correct English translation of Prosecution 


12, to be attached to the record and marked Prosecu- 


tion Exhibit 12-A, 


E: The defense has no objection, 


(Qualification of Sievers' Statement) 
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PRESIDENT: There being no objection, 
the Exhibit offered into evidence by the prosecution is accep- 
ted into evidence by the court and will be marked Prosecution 
Exhibit 12-A, 

PROSECUTION: The prosecution requests per= 
mission at this time to read Prosecution Exhibit No. 12-A to 
the court. 


PRESIDENT: Granted. 


PROSECUTION: This is the statement of Sie- 
vers: "On December 15 19), I received in a forester's’ house 
or hunting castle, in the woods near SLANKHEIM, at a Company 
Commander's meeting, the order: '..,if it is necessary and 
the situation necessitates it, take no prisoners of war...'. 
The Company Commanders of the First Pattalion were present 
at this meeting, furthermore, a Hauptsturmfeuhrer of the Sec- 
ond Company of the 501st Section Koenigstiger. Only I was 


present from my Company, Signed: Franz Sievers, 25 February 


1946. Sworn to and subscribed before me, this 25th day of 


February 1916 at SCHWABISCH HALL, Germany, signed, Raphael 


Schumacher, Captain, CMP," 


(Whereupon the statement was translated 


into German and read to the court by the interpreter.) 


(Statement of Sievers) 





(Whereupon the Court reconvened at 1930 hours.) 
PRESIDENT: Court will wme to orders 
PROSECUTION: If the Court please, all the members of the 
Court are present, all the members of the Prosecution are 
present with the exception of Captain Shumacker, who is absent 
on business of the Prosecution and all the members of the Defense 
Counsel are present with the exception of Dr. Pfister and Dr. Rau 
who are absent on business of the Defense Counsel, all the 
defendants and the reporter are present. Prosecution hands the 
reporter a statement to be marked Prosecution's Exhibit Number 
13 for identifications 
(Whereupon the document referred to was marked 


Prosacution Exhibit Number 13 for identification by the reporter.) 


First Lieutenant WILLIAM R. PERL, a witness for the Prosecution 


resumed the stand and testified as follows: 
REDIRECT EXAMINATION (Continued) 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION: 
Q In your investigation of the Malmedy case, did you ever 
have occasion to interrogate one Arndt Fischer? 
Yess 


is he an accused in the case now hearing before this 


s) aks a look 
ha is among those present. 


A Yes, he ise 


What nuwber is he wearing? 


course of interrogation, did Fischer 
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Q 
A 


Q 
Number 13 

A 

Q 


Did you use interpreters in the interrogation? 

Noe 

I hand you statement marked Prosecutionts Exhibit 

for identification and ask you if you can identify it. 
Yes, 


Do you Imow whose handwriting this statement is in and 


who signed it? 


Yese 
Whose was it? 
Arndt Fischers. 


is this the same Arndt Fischer you just identified as 


wearing Number 13? 


S 
statement? 


Yese 

Was the statement signed in your presence? 
Yes, 

Was anyone else there? 

Yes¢ 


Who was it? 


Captain Shumacker. 


Was this statement sworn to? 
Yess 

Who administered the oath? 
I dids 


Was the statement made voluntarily? 


Nos 


Did you make any threats or promises to obtain this 


Noe 
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Q Did you use any harsh, cruel or inhuman treatment to 


obtain this statement? 


A Noe 

Q How was this statement taken? 

A Fischer was interrogated very late on the 31st of Merch 
196. At this time already most of the defendants had given states 
ments and had made confessions. I called Fischer in and told him 
that we know everythings I then called in several of his comofficers 
and asked them whether thoy believed that we know everything and 
thay told hin yes, they know every thing, there is no sense in 
denying anything and Fischer made an oral statement and from 
his oral statement I dictated the written statement in the same 
way as I lad dictated the statements mentioned here befores 


fat y 


Q I hand you Prosecution's Exhibit Number 5 and ask you if 
‘ 

a hood similar to this one was ever used on Fischer inside the 
prison? . 

A Yess 

PROSECUTION: Prosecution offers in evidence Proseautionts 
Exhibit marked Number 15 for identification to be attached to 
the record and mrked Prosecution's Exhibit Nun 

LT. COLONEL DWINEDL: Defense objects to the confession on 
grounds as previously stated, 


DEFENSE: No 


document 


eportere) 
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DEFENSE: No objection on behalf of the Defenses 

PRESIDENT: There being no objection, the exhibit offered 
by the Prosecution will be admitted in evidence and will be 
marked "P~13,", 


PROSECUTION: Attached to this Prosecution Exhibit Number 
13 is a sketch which we will give the Court a photostatic copy 
of with a translation of the legend, Prosecution requests 
permission to read Prosecution's Exhibit Number 13-Ay 

PRESIDENT: Grantede 

(Whereupon Exhibits P-13 and P-13A were read in both 
the English anti German language as follows: 
Exhibit P-134 


"I, SS Untersturmfuehrer Arndt FISCHER, being duly sworn 
state the following: . 


ry 1939 I volunteered for the ss 

From February 1939, until 
February 1940 I was in the concentration camp 
BUCHENWALD with an interruption of about 8 weeks 
during which I was assigned to the concentration 
camp ORANIENBURG near BERLINe At the end of 
Tebruary 190 I was then transferred with 
Totenkopfverbande to the easte 


"Although at that time, there was no war with 
RUSSIA yet, we were of need in the east, that 
‘is, in FOLAND, as the population was not always 
friendly minded. From November 190 until 
February 1943 I was continually in schools in the 
hinterland where I was first a pupile From 
February 191 on, I was teacher in several SS 
schools. I lectured tactical subjects and 
Weltauschaumige Since June 1943, I belonged te 
the SS Panzer Regiment I, "ISSAH". During the 
EIFEL offensive from December 194) until January 
195, I was Adjutant of the lst Battalion of the 
SS Panzer Regiment I, "ISSAH". 


"On December 15, 19); in 
BLANKENHEIM a written r 


Hans GRUHT! mong 3s it read that 
a wave of f anc ede our 
troops i tt he e of the eneny 
was to ba 


"PFurthe rmer 
where th 
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necessitate it, to shoot prisoners of wars After 
receiving the regimental order, without adding 
anything I had this order copied anew, and changed the 
heading hereby from: 


SS Pz Rgt. Ie "ISSAHM 
to  I./(mixed) ss Pz Rgt I, "LSSAHM, 


"On the same day also, on the 15th of December 19hh, 
a conference took place in the same foresterts 
house at which Stubaf POETSCHKE Commander of the 
Ie/(mixed) Ss Pz Rgt I, "LSSAH", also issued the 
same order to the company commanderse I alse took 
part at this cmference but I was not continuously 
in the room. However, at the time Stubaf POETSCHKE 
spoke about that we should not take any prisoners 
where the military situation absolutely required 
it, POETSCHKE also declared hereby that this order 
was a secret orders 


"In uy capacity as Adjutant of the 1./(mixed) ss Pz 
Rgt I, "LSSAHt imnediately after this conference, 

I had requested the officers who belonged to our 
battalion to sign the order which was retyped from 
regimental order to battalion order described abovee 


"As far as Irecall this Signature was rendered on 
the reverse side of this described regimental orders 
The paragraph which I had written with the typewriter 
read approximately thus; 


"Acknowledge order on reverse side," 


"Anyhaw, this was the exact meaning of the first sentence 
of the paragraph added by mes These words quoted here with 
quotation marks were then followed by a pledge that the 
contents of this order were being kept secrete However, 

I don't recall any longer the exact wording of this 
second sentences 


I had a line written with the typewriter 
he individual offi 


Ore ereeeeenewane” 


COMP vesececccesovecell 


gna 
it it tha 
along to ‘the 





"For better understanding of this statement I have 
prepared a sketch which I mark "A" attached hereto. 
The symbols of this sketch represent; 


1, Room of tho Regimental and Battalion Commander, 
2s Room in which I had the order signed. 

Regiment and Battalion G.P, 

Entrance 

Easy Chairs or Chairs, 

Table on which I had the order signed. 

Benche : 

Fireplace, 

Tables 


"In room 3 stood several objects which I don't recall 
any longere Already in the afternoon on the 17th 
December 19), at the entrance of ENGEISDORF, I was 
wounded and withdrew from actions 


"I put dow this statement voluntarily and out of my 
own will, uninfluenced by force, threats, or harsh 
treatment, and uninfluenced by promises of reward of 
any kinds 


"I swear before God that the statements which I mado in 
this matter are true and I am prepared to repeat these 
under oath before any courte 


(Signed) Arndt FISCHER 
3S Untersturmfuehrer 


31 March 1916, 


"Sworn to and subscribed before 
me this 31st day of March 1916 
at Schwabisch Hall,Germany. 
WILLIAM R PERL 
Ist Ite MeIe On555 





PROSECUTION: Prosecution offers in evidence a picture 


affidavit executed by Arndt Fischer, to be attached to the record 


and marked Prosecution Exhibit No, P-13=B. 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: There is no objection on the part of the 
Defense to the introduction of this exhibit. 

PRESIDENT: There being no objection, the exhibit offered 
by the Prosecution is admitted into evidence and will be marked 
Exhibit P-13-8, 

(Whereupon the document referred to, having been previously 
marked and identified was received in evidence as Prosecution Exhibit 
No, P-13-B and is attached hereto and made a part of the record.) 

PROSECUTION: Prosecution requests permission to read 
Prosecution Exhibit P-13-B. 

ENSE COUNSEL: May it please the Court, Defense counsel 
see no advantage in having all of these photograph affidavits translated 
and suggests that the Prosecution go ahead and read them in English only. 

PROSECUTION: (Reading) "I Apndt Fischer, being first duly 
sworn make the following statement under oath: 
The above two photographs are photographs of 
the same Hauptsturmfuhrer Hans Gruhle mentioned 


by me in my affidavit dated March 31, 19l6. 


Signed) Arndt Fischer 
Untersturmfuehrer" 


JTIONs You may cross examine. 
it please the Court, at this time 
the American Nefense counsel do not desire to interrogate the witness. 
plonel Peiper 
to ask some questions in connection with the con on. 
LAW ME R: Bearing in mind that they will not be a 
repetition of the questions asked with respect to the same accused 


previously. 
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RECROSS EXAMINATION 
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE: (DR. LEER) 
Q Lieutenant, when did you talk over this statement of 
Colonel Peiper, with Colonel Peiper, the statement of 21 March 1962 
PROSECUTION: May it please the Court, the Prosecution 


objects to further cross examination on the statement of March 21, 196 


of Colonel Peiper, on the ground that he was previously cross examined 


on this statement by the same counsel.s 

DR. LYER: Might I say Something to that? I was not able 
to say anything about that statement which was introduced by the 
Prosecution after the witness was recalled. The point of my question 
is merely for the sake of formal clarity with which I will later not 
be forced to delay the Court anymore. They are brief, 

PRESIDENT: The objection of the Prosecution is overrnled, 

THE WITNESS: May I see the statement of the 21st of March? 
There were several statements taken on that day and T don't know which 
of the statements that is by heart, 

PROSECUTION: May it please the Court, I would suggest that 
hereafter counsel refer to the statements by Fyhibit number and not by 
the date of the statement, 

Evidence 11, 
IT; Without leaving the courtroom there wi 
recess of approximately five minutes, (1605) 


(1610) 


w that all the members of 


the Court, all the members of the Presecution with’ the exception of 
vaptain Shumacker who is absent on business of the Prosexv ion 
members of the Defense counsel with the e3 ception of I 


Dr. Rau who are absent on busi 


(Porlerecross} 





of Dr. Pfister, all the defendants and the reporter is present, 


THE WITNESS: I discussed this statement with Peiper during 


the course of the interrogation, of course, and thus the other also 
shows several corrections. Maybe a week after the statement was taken, 
Peiper asked me whether he could have a copy of it or whether he could 
see the statement again. It was then in Wiesbaden for photocopying. 
As soon as I could get hold of the original again, I showed it to hin, 
the original or a copy of it, but I didn't discuss it, 

QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE (DR. LEER) 

Q My question asked for a briefer answer than that. When, 
Lieutenant, ‘was this statement which you have in your hand discussed 
with Peiper? 

A Never after it was taken, 

Q Was it discussed and written dom, 411 at the same time? 

Yes. ; 
Vithout interruptions? 

4 Certainly with interruptions of a few minutes. 

Q Another question, the records of wich of the interrogations 
which you had taken down previously did you put before Peiper before 
the proceedings in this interrogation? 

4 I cannot remember it exactly anymore, 


Do you, witness, re ber whether the accused Se 


was interrogated by you prior to or after this 


terrorat 


without these being reduced to 


When Dietrich was interr gated the*first time he made 


ay ees »4§oh he 
statement right then, 
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Q Do you remember, Mr. Witness, whether you put the record 
of the interrogation of Sepp Dietrich before the accused Peiper, 
either prior to, during or after the interrogation of Peiper? 

PROSECUTION: May it please the Court, I would like to 
have the Defense counsel instructed to refer to the interrogation 
of Dietrich by Exhibit numbers, so that the witness will be more able 
to answer the questions. 

DR. LEER: The witness will be able to understand me 
easily since the fact is that I am saying that the interrogation of 
Dietrich concemmed is the first one. Is it number 7? Excuse me 
I don't know, That is the first interrogation. I was not asking 
about an Exhibit, I was asking about the first interrogation of the 
accused Dietrich and this in relation to the first interrogation of 
the accused Peiper, The question is clear and should be understand- 
able to the witness, if he can remember. 

PRESIDENT: The objection of the Prosecution is overruleds 

THE WITNESS: I understand the question but it was almost 
on the same day and I cannot recall whom I interrogated first, Peiper 
or Dietrich or whether I showed Peiper Dietrich's statement. I believe 
that is what you mean, 

DR. LEER: If the Court w permit one more questiog? Did 


Mr. Witness, see the hoods which d around, from the 


have no more 


I have no further questions. 


FRESIDENT: Any questions by the Court? 


There is a question. In Befense 


"See the 


hoods which were passed 





DR. LEER: What I mean by the word or by the question? 


LAW MEMBER: By the question. 


DR. LEER: It is claimed by some of the accused that the inside 
of the hood was dyed red. Now, since all of us don't know these hoods, 
there might be several possibilities, which, as a lawyer, I am 
compelled to clarify to the extent to which it is permitted by the Court. 
That might be blood = = = 

PROSECUTION: If the Court please, I will object to that statement. 

PRESIDENT: The objection is sustained. 

DR. LEER: Am I to continue? 

LAW MEMBER: The objection has been sustained on the ground that 
the matter now being discussed by counsel is argument. 

PROSECUTION: Due to the argument, I will have to ask a question, 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION: 

Q I hand you Prosecution Exhibit P-5 and ask you whether you 
saw the inside of any of the hoods in any color other than the one 
that you have in your hand? 

A Now, looking at the inside, I remember that this is the 
color that the inside of the hoods had (indicating)s 

Q What color is that? 

A Yellow and white. 

Q How many 

ver see? 
Maybe ten, I don't think 

PROSECUTION: That is all, 


PRESIDENT: There t no further questions, the witness is 


(Perl-redirect) 
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M (Whereupon the witness was excused and returned to the 


Prosecution table in the courtroom.) 


PROSECUTION: The Prosecution call as its next witness, prisoner 


of war, Hans Assenmacher. 
HANS ASSENMACHER, called as a witness for the Prosecution, 
being first duly sworn, testified through an interpreter as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION: 
State your name? 
Hans Assenmacher. 
Grade? 
Rottenfuehrer, corporal, 
Your organization? 
Supply Company, 2nd Battalion, 2nd Armored Grenadier 
Regiment, Leibstandarte SS Adolph Hitler. 
Q Was your organization a part of the Waffen S 
Yes, 
Are you a prisoner of war of the United States Aymy? 
Yese 
Where are you now being held prisoner? 
Camp III, Dachau. 
Did you take part in the Eifel Offensive of the 
the months of December 19); and January 1957 
Yess 
What was your assignment? 
I was radio operator and assistant driver. 
In whose vehicle were you riding? 
I was driving in the SPW of the battalion commander 


Diefenthal. 


(Assenmacher-direct ) 
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Q Could you identify Diefenthal if you were to see him again? 


A Yes, 
Q Take a look at the defendants in the dock on your left 
and see if Diefenthal is among those present? 
A Yese 
What mmber is he wearing? 
Number 10, 
PROSECUTION: Diefenthal, will you stand up? 
(Whereupon the accused did as directed.) 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION: 
Did Diefenthal have a command during the Eifel offensive? 
Yess He commanded the 3rd Armored Grenadier Battalion. 
Do you know his adjutant? 
Yes, 
What was his name? 
and Lt. Flake, F=l-a-c-k-e. 


Do you recall what happened on the morning of 16 December 


Yese 

Q Where were you? 

A We were on the alert in the tank position on the left si 
of the road near Blankenheim, 

Q Do you recall who was present? 

A Yess 

Q Who was present? 

A The radio leader squad, the reporters and the adjutant, 
and It, Flackee 

Q On the morning of 16 December 19)l, did Flacke make 2 


to the group on the highway? 





tals ° 
5/7 IH 8 


A Yess 

Q What was the substance of Flacke's speech? 

A Shortly before we were committed into action we were all 
called together and It, Flacke read the order of the day of the 
Supreme Command of the Armed Forces. Then he announced what the 
general situation was and subsequently stated that there was no 
need taking prisonersof war and when we came to Bree, We could take 
care of the civilians down there and he himself had some business 
there too. 

Q Do you know wo the enemy was that you were facing during 
the Eifel offensive? 

A Yes. 

Q Who was the enemy? 

A Those were Americans, 

PROSECUTION: You may cross examine. May it please the Court, 
there is an objection to the translation to the answer about the 
civilians in Bree, Will you repeat what you said about civilians 
in Bree? 

THE WITNESS: I don't know, 

PROSECUTION: May it please the Court, all I am asking is that 
the witness repeat what he previously stated abot the civilians in 
Byee and what I'lacke said about the civilians in Bree. 

THE WITNESS: Tlacke said that we could take care of the ci 
there, that he himself had a bone to pick there, 

PRO UTIONs You may cross 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: Colonel Dwinell would like .to ask one or 
questiens on behalf of the Defense, 

CROSS EXAMINATION 
FENSE (COL. DWINELL) 


You spoke of orders issued 


(Assenmacher-cross ) 





a Yes. 


Q I believe you referred to it as em order of the day, is 
that correct? 


a That there was no need to teke prisoners, that was not 
om the order of the day, 
Q Did Lt. Flacke specifically sey that prisoners would be 


shot? Did he say that Specifically? 


a No. 

Q What was your business in Civilien life before entering 
the Arny? 

PROSECUTION: Prosecution objects to that question, if it 
please the Court, 

PRESIDENT: Objection sustained. 

LT. COL. DWIWELL: Wo further questions. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 

QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION: 

Q What did Lt. Placke specifically say about prisoners of war? 

A 2nd Lt. Flacke said that there was no need teking prisoners 
of war becmse we didn't have time to take care of then. 

PROSECUTION: That is all. 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: Wo further questions. 

PRESIDENT: Any questions by the Court, Apparently not, the 
witmess is excused, 


(Whereupon the witness was excused and withdrew from the courtroom) 


(Assenmacher - ¢ redirect) 





PROSEOUTION: If the Court pleese, we will have to 


recall this witness at a later time about another phase of 


the case, 

PRESIDENT: Yes, 

PROSECUTION: A great many of these witnesses will 
have to be recalled on another phase of the case. Do you want 
us to announce each time if they will have to be recalled? 
What is your pleasure? 

PRESIDENT; That is not necessary. 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: May it please the court, if they 
could give us that information prior to cross examination, it 
might save the interrogation on the part of the defense. 

PROSECUTION: Call the witness Kurt Kram, 

(Whereupon a discussion was had between the Court, 
prosecution and defense counsel outside the hearing of the 
reporter.) 

FRESIDENT; Interpreter, repeat my remarks. 

INTERPRETER ROSENSTOCK: Yes, sir. 

PROSIDENT;: I want the accused in the dock to make 
no display whatsoever and no demonstration of any sort, and 
to stop such conversation. I want no action of any kind when 
the witnesses come in the room. 

(Whereupon the above remarks were interpreted in 
the German language. ) 

KURT ERAMM, called ae e witness 
sworn and testified through an interpreter as follow 
(Whereupon the questions, auswere end proceedings 
were interpreted to the accused and the German civilian counsel, ) 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION: 
Q Stete your name. 


A Kurt Krenn, 


(Eramn - Direct) 





Rank? 
SS 2nd Lieutenant, 


Your organization? 


Staff of the lst Section of the lst SS armored 


Regiment LSSaF. 
Q Wae your organization a part of the Waffen SS? 
4 Yes. 
Are you @ prisoner of war of the American Army? 
Yes, sir, 
Where are you now being held a prisoner? 
In the American PYE at Dachau, 
Do you speak and understend English? 
Yes, I do. 
Did you take part in the Hifel Offensive of the 
German Army during the month of December 1944 and January 1945? 
4 Yes, sir, I did participate in it. 
Q What was your aseignment? 
a I was the Adjutent in the Headquarters Company of 
the let Section of the lst SS Armored Regiment of the LSSAH, 
Q@ Who commanded the lst Battalion? 
4 SS Sturmbannfuehrer, Mejor Werner Postschke. 
Q Are you familiar with any of the preparations made 


by the German Army for this offensive? 


these preparations that you are familiar 
prep 3 


and thorough training, and lectures following 


What were the lectures on? 


About the conducting of the war during the offensive 


(Gramm - Direct) 





Q Was there anything said in these lectures about the 
treatment to be accorded prisoners of war? 
A Yes, there was. 
Q What was said? 
4 The first statezent I heard was in about the follow- 
ing words: 
"It 16 to be hoped that everybody will know what to 
do in the action which will be performed. This 
hunanity foolishness has stopped," 
Who made these statmments? 


a SS Sturmbannfuehrer Werner Poetschke. 


Q Did you attend any sand table exercises prior to 


the commencement of the offensive? 
A Yes, I did, 
Q Who was present? 

A All the officers of this lst Section of the lst 
Battalion and usually also all the non-commissioned officers 
of the rank of Technical Sergeant and above. 

Did anyone speak at these sand table exercises? 
Yes, 

Who was it? 

Major Werner Poetschke, 

Did anyone else? 

Yes, the SS Lt Col Joachim Feiper, 

G What did Peiper say? 

a We will fight in the seme manner as we did in 
Russia in the action which will follow. The certain rules 
which -have applied in the West until now will be omitted,” 

Q Did he say anything elee? 

& Speeches wlong the sume geeral liné. I don't 


remember the exact words, 
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Q Did he say anything about the treatment to be 
eccorded prisoners of war? 

a The term “prisoner of war" was not actually used, 
but the statements undoubtedly concerned them, 

Q Whet did Peiper say? 

a One remark I remember was the following, "That 
the end justified the means". 


Q Did he say anything else? 


A Yes, I remember one remark concerning terror 
measures, 
Q What was that? 
a It concerned the severe means of combat. 
Q Can you describe or restate that any more specificly? 
A I do not remember the exact character any more, 
but it undoubtedly concerned these air raids of the Americans 
which we in Germany at that time called terror raids, 
Q Could you identify Peiper if you were to see him 
again? 
a Yes, I can do that. 
Q@ Take a look at the defendants sitting over there on 
your left and see if Peiper is among them, 
A Yes, he is. 
@ What number ic he wearing? 
A 42. 
PROSECUTION: Peiper will stand wp. 
(Whereupon the accused Poiper stood up in the pricon- 
ers! dock.) 
PRESIDENT; Sit down. 
Q What command did Peiper hold at % 
a He was the commanding officer of 


Regiment LSSAH, 


(Krama - Direct) 





Q 
and Peiper 


From the statements you. heard made by Poetechte 


what did you understand the policy would be towards 


prisoners of war? 


4 


That in any future action there was no need taking 


prisoners of war. 


Q 
of the let 


Q 
Battalion? 


A 


them. 


Q 
the stand. 
A 


Q 


On the 15th of December were you in the command post 
SS Regiment in the woode near Blankenheim? 

Yes, sir, I wee. 

While there did you see any regimental orders? 

Yes, I saw one regimental order, 

Who had signed this order? 

Lt Col Joachim Peiper, 


Do you know if these orders were conveyed to the 


Yes. 

Do you kmow who did this? 

Yes, the Regimental Executive Captain Hans Gruhle. 
Can you identify Gruhle? 

Yes. 


Take a look at the defendants and see if he is among 


Yes. 
What number is he wearing? You can get up and leave 
19, 


Did you see the contents of this order you are 


referring to? 


A 


Q 


Yes, I had a chance to n over the contents, 
What did it say? 


It wes a detailed order of attack concerning the march 


route, the march formation and several other technical details, 
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Q Did it say anything about how prisoners of war were 
to be treated? 

a I remember one sentence concerning the conducting of 
the war and that is: "The attack will be performed without 
regard for losses of our own and without mildness towards the 
eneny," 


Q Do you know whether any meeting took place at the 


Regimental Command Post? Do you know whether or not any meet- 


ings took place at the Regimental Command Post on 15 December? 

4 Yes, I know of one meeting, 

Q What. meeting was this? 

A That was a meeting of the company commanders of the 
lst Section of the lst Armored Battalion LSSAE. 

Q Do you know who was present at this meeting? 

A Yes, I do. 

Q Who was there? 

A lst Lt Karl Kremser for the lst Company, 1st Lt 
Fritz Christ for the 2nd Company, 2nd Lt Hans Steiniger, the 
lst Platoon Leader for the 6th Company, Captain Oskar Klingel- 
hoefer for the 7th Company, for the Battalion Headquarters 
Company 2nd Lt Hans Buchheim, for the Forward Platoon lst Lt 
Werner Sternebeck and for the Headquarters Company the Execu- 
tive Officer , Untersturmfuehrer Fischer. 

Q Who did you say was present from the 6th Company? 

a At first when the meeting started the leader 
lst Platoon, 2nd Lt Hans Steiniger. 

Q Did anyone else from the “6th Company attend? 

A Yes, towards later on the 6th Company Commander 
Beoni Junker arrived. 

Q Could you identify Christ if you would see him again? 


A Yes. 


Kremm - Direct) 





Take a look at the defendants sitting on your left 
Phrist ie among those present? 

Yes. 

What number is he wearing? 

?. 


PROSECUTION: Christ will stand up. 


(Whereupon the accused Christ stood up in the 


prisoners! dock.) 
PROSECUTION; Sit down. 


Could you identify Junker if you were to see him 


Yes, 
Take a look at the defendants sitting on your left 
and see if ‘el bies those present. 
A Yes, he is present. 
Q What number is he wearing? 
29, 
PROSECUTION; Junker, will you stand up? 
(Whereupon the aceused Benoni Junker stood up in 
the prisonere! dock.) 
PROSZCUTION: Sit down, 
Q Could you identify Klingelhoefer if you were to see 
him again? 
Yes. 
Take a look at the defendants sitting on your left 
he is among those present, 
Yes, he is present. 
Whet number is'he wearing? 
35. 
FROSECUTION: Klingelhoefer will stand w. 
(Whereupon the accused Klincelhoefer stood up in the 


prisoners! dock.) 
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prisoners! 


g 
again? 


A 


Q 
and see if 


A 


Q 


prisoners! 


~ 


PROSECUTION: Sit down, 


Could you identify Sternebeck if you were to see 


Yes. 

Take a look at the defendants sitting on your left 
he is among those present. 

Yes. 

What number is he wearing? 


62. 


PROSECUTION: Sternebeck, will you stand up? 


(Whereupon the accused Sternebeck stood up in the 
dock. ) 


Could you identify Fischer if you were to see him 


Yes. 

Teke a look at the defendants sitting on your left 
he is among those present. 

Yes. 

What nunber is he wearing? 

13, 

FROSECUTION; Fischer, will you stand uw? 
(Whereupon the accused Fischer stood up in the 
dock, ) 

PROSECUTION; Sit down. 


Where in the Command Post did the meeting take place 


thet you have referred to? 


A 

officer Lt 
Q 

meeting. 


4 


In the room which was usually used by the commanding 
Col Peiper and Major Poetschke. 

You have testified thet Mecher was present at thie 
Did you have any* conversation "with hint 


Yes, I did, 
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Did he hand you anything during this conversation? 

Yes, he did, 

What was it? 

A certifying document upon which the signing officers 
had to certify to remain completely silent about this document 
and to notify of the contents of this statement only those 
persons who had to kmow it in order to perform their duties. 

Q Do you know the contents of this statement? 

A I just stated it, 

Q Did you sign it? 

A Yes. 

Q 4fter the meeting did you hear any conversetion 
emong the officers that had attended the meeting? 

A Only of a generel nature. 

Q Who were these officers? 

A All the company commanders who had been present at 
the meeting, 

Can you name them? 

Yes. 

Will you do so? 

a Lt Col Kremser, lst Lt Fritz Christ, 1st Lt Benoni 
Junker and Captain Oskar Klingelhoefer. 

Q Do you recall generally what they said? 

A They called their runners in order to have the 
companies notified, 

q Do you know what they were going to have 
companies notified of? 

A That the companies were to be formed for ~ company 
meeting. 

Q Do you know whether or not these company 


were hela? 
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a I, myself, only saw the meeting of one of these 
Companies, 


Q Which company was that? 


Headquarters Company of the let Section, 


a 
Q Did anyone speak at this meeting? 
Aa 


When I arrived towards the end of this meeting the 
end Lt Hane Buchheim was talking. 

PROSECUTION: ‘There is a correction, I believe in 
the translation. He ie translating "abteilung" as section, 
and I believe it is Battalion. 

LAW MEMBER; The interpreter on the bench says it 
cannot definitely be called "Battalion. Ask him over, Ask 
him what it consisted of and we will get it straightened out, 
QUESTIQNS BY PROSECUTION; 

Q Do you speak English? 

A Yes, sir, I do, 

Q What do you mean by "abteilung"? 

A Abteilung means let SS Panzer Battalion--I beg your 
pardon, the battalions of the 10 regiments are called abteilung. 

Q How many companies were in this battalion? 

a There were four companies in the battalion, four 
companies, one Headquarters Company and one Service Company. 

Q Is this company meeting that you referréd to of the 
Stabs Company of the lst Bettalion? 

A The company meeting which I attended was a meeting 
of the Headquarters Company of the let Battalion. 

Q Did you hear what Buchheim said at this meeting? 

aA I only’ heard the end and that concerned the execut= 
ion of the offensivé in general. 

On what day did the offensive bégin? 

For the 6th SS Armored Srmy in general the offensive 


195 


(Kramm = Direct) 





started on the 16 December 19¢4, ‘The lst SS Armored Regiment, 
however, didn't come into direct contact with the enemy until 
on the morning of 17 December. 

Q Do you know the elements of the let SS Panzer 
Regiment, primarily referred to as Combat Group Peiper, that 
participated in this offensive? 

a Yes, I do, 

Q@ What were they? 

a The lst SS Armored Regiment with the Headquarters 
Company, the 1st SS Armored Bettalion under the command of 
SS Major Werner Poetechke, the 9th Armored Engineers Company 
under the command of the let Lt Brich Rumpf, the Anti-Aircraft 
Company of the lst Armored Regiment under the command of lst 
Lt Vogel, the Grd Battalion of the 2nd Armored Regiment of 
the LSSAH under the command of Captain Josef Diefenthal, the 
3rd SS Armored Engineers Company of the 1st SS Armored Engineers 
Battalion LSSAH commanded by lst Lt Franz Sievers, the ard 
Armored Infantry Company of the 2nd SS Grenadier Regiment, 
the Independent Heavy Armored Detachment 501, Royal Tigers, 
end one Anti-Aircraft Detachment of the Air Corps and one of 
the companies of the Parachute Battalion ZBV. These are all 
of the units of the Armored Command, 

Q Do you recall whether or not thers wes any reconn- 
aissance units of the Combat Group Peiper? 


A Only such reconnaissance units as were found within 


the units themselves, These were equipped only with light 


vehicles without armor. 

@ Do you know whether there is*any connection 
between the Recon. Bn commanded by Knitte] amd-the Combat 
Group commanded by Peiper? 


a There was undoubtedly some connection but just what 
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the points of eontact were I don't know, 

Q Do you know théCommanders of the Companies of the 
let Bn,? 

a Yes, I do. 

Q #111 you state those? 

A For the 1st Company lst Lt Karl Kremser, for the 2nd 
Company lst Lt Fritz Christ, for the 6th Company 1st Lt Bennni 
Junker and for the 7th Company the Captain Oskar Klingelhoefer, 

Q Do you kmow the commanders of the companies of the 
Grd Bn. commanded by Diefenthal? 

A Yes, with the exception of the 9th Company, 

Q Will you state the names of the commanders of the 
other companies? 

A For the 10th Company lst Lt Georg Preuss, for the 
11th Company 1st Lt Heinz Tomhardt and for the 12th Company 
Master Sergeant Thiele, 


Q Could you identify the commander of the 9th Panzer 


Pioneer Company if you were to see him again, Rumf? 


A Yes, 
Q Will you take a lock at the defendants and see if 
he is among those present? You can get up and-leave the stand, 
PROSECUTION: Will you turn the lights on again 60 
he can see the back row? 
A Yes, he is there. 
What number is he wearing? 
PROSECUTION; Stand up Rumpfi 
(Whereupon a defendant stood up in the prisoners' dock.) 
PROSECUTION: Sit down. 
Q Could you ideftdfy the commander of the 3rd Panzer 
Pionter, Sievers, if you were to see him again? 
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4 Yes, sir. 

Q Take a look at the defendants among those present, 
who are sitting on your left, and see if you can see hin, 

A Yes. 

Q What number is he wearing? 

59, 

PROSECUTION; Stand up Sievers, 

(Whereupon one of the defendants stood up.) 
PROSECUTION; Sit down. 

Q Could you identify the commanding officer of the” 
10th Panzer Grenadier Company, if you were to see hin again? 

A Yes. 

Q ; What is his name? 

A lst Lt Georg Preuss. 

Q Will you take a look at the defendants and see if 
he is present? 

A Yes. 

Q What number is he wearing? 

44, 

PROSECUTION: Stand up, Preuss. 

(Whereupon one of the defendants stood up.) 
PROSECUTION: Sit down. 

Q Could you identify the commanding officer of the 
llth Panzer Pioneer Company, Tomhardt, if you were to see 
hin agein? 

A Yee, sir. 

Q Take a loak at the defendants and see if he is among 
those present? 

A Yes, hé ie present. 

Q Waat number is he wearing? 

a 6? 


PROSECUTION; Tomhardt, stand up. 
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(Whereupon one of the defendants stood up.) 

FROSHCUTION: Sit down. 

PRESIDENT: Colonel Hllis, can you take a break 
here aowt 

PROSECUTION: That is a good place to break, sir. 

PRESIDENT: The court will adjourn until 0830 


tomorrow morning, 


(Whereupon the Court adjourned at 1705 hours.) 





CAMP DACHAU, GERMANY 
18 MAY 1946. 
MORNING SESSION 
(Whereupon the Court reconvened at 0630 hours.) 

PRESIDENT: The Court will come to order. 

PROSECUTION: May it please the Court, let the recom show 
that all the members of the Court, all the mesbers of the Prosecution, 
with the exception of Captain Shumacker, who is absent on business of 
the Prosecution, all the mesbers of the Defense counsel with the 
exception of Mr, Walters, Dr. Rau, Dr. Pfister, who are absent on 
business of the accused, and all the defendants and the reporter are 
present. 

Will the witness Kram take the witness stand. 

KURT KRAMM, a witness called by the Prosecution, having been 
previously sworn, resumed the stand and testified further through 
an interpreter as follows: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION (Continued) 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION: 


Q You are reminded that you are still under oath, With 


reference to your testimony at the conclusion of yesterday's session, 
you were testifying about the ordem that you saw in the regimental 
command post. Did those orders say anything about the treatment to 
be accorded the enemy? 

A One sentence in the regimental order whieh I saw and there 
I saw no mercy should be shom to the enemy. 

Q Again, with reference to your testimoay at the close of 
yesterday's session when you were speaking about the meetings that 
were held by the various company commanders, do you know what subjects 
were discussed and what types of speeches were made? 


A No. I was not present when the company commanders had their 
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Do you know what subjects were covered at the metings? 
Yes. 
What were the subjects? 

As The coming offensive with the tactical consequences and 
all matters which concerned ‘the warfare and also the treataent of 
Prisoners. That was the decisive conference before the attack. 

Q Are you speaking about the meetings held at the regimental 
command post or the company moetings held by the individual company 
commanders? 

a No. I am talking about the comferences which took place 
ia the position of the first SS Armored Regimeat which took place 
da the forest of Blankenhein, in which the company comaanders of 
the lst SS Armored Battalions were informed. 

Q I em referring to the meetings held by the compaay 
commanders, what kind of speeches did they make at these meetings? 

Aa At this conference a speech was made by the commandant 
of the lst SS Armored Battalica. 


Q Lt. Kram, will you answer these questions in English 
please? 


a Tes. 

PRESECUTION: WILL you please read the last question again? 

(Whereupon the last question was read by the reporter. ) 

MR. STRONG: I will object to the question, the witmess just 
testified that he was not present at that conference. How can he 
testify to any speech held there? 

PROSECUTION: According to the rules of evidence im this Court 
the witness can testify to hearsay evidence. 

PRESIDENT: The objection is overruled, The witmess may anéwer. 

PROSECUTION: Will you read the question again please? 

(Whereupon the last question was read by the reporter. ) 
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THE WITHESS: I cam only tell that I know that in this Company 
mecting we had delivered speeches about the coming offensive end about 
all the things which concerned this offensive. 

PROSECUTIONs I believe that there was a mistake in the trens- 
lation again. I am referring not to the regimental mecting but to 
the various Company meetings that were held, Is that wrong again? 

LT. PERLs Yes, he said - - ~ I'm sorry. 

PROSECUTION: Just eme minute, Tell me what the story is. let's 
try it again. I am speaking about the Company meetings and not the 
Regimental meetings, do you understand that? 

THE WITMESS: Yes. I understand it quite well. 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION: 

Will you treaslate it in English and we will see what you 
understand? 

a The Company mootings were held after the meetings of the 
Company comsanders in the CP im Hlankenheim campaigns. 

Q ——-dDo you know what kind of speeches the Company commanders 
made at those meetings? 

a I knew that the Company comsanders did deliver the news 
which they got im the meeting of the company commanders in the CP to 
the companies. 

De you know whether or not these speeches were inciting? 
No. I don't know, 


Do you know the regimental surgeon of the lst SS Panzer 


Yes, I know hia, 
Could you identify him if you were to see him again? 


Yes, I can. 


Q Will you take a look at the defendants seated ia the 


dock on your left and see if Kurt Sickel is among those present? 
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Yes. 
What number is he wearing? 
57. 
PROGECUTIONs Sickel, will you stand up? 
(Whereupon the accused arose as directed.) 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION: | 
Q Was Sickel the regimental surgeon of the First SS Panser 
Regiment? 
a Yes, sir. 
Q Do you know the route of march of the combat gboup Peiper 
during the Eifel offensive? 


(Whereupon all the answers by the witness were in the English 

Language.) 

A Yes, I know the route of march of the combat group Peiper. 

Q Do you know the approximate time of day that the point 
reached the various villages and also the time when the main body 
reached the same villages? 


A Yes. I know the time too. 

Q With reference to Prosecution Exhibit 2, which is the 
large map on the wall , at your right, will you please step up and go 
over to the map and by the use of the pointer trace the route of march 
of the combat group Peiper during the Eifel offensive? 

A Yes. 

Q Will you state the approximate time of day, after the 
colum crossed into belgium, that the point reached the villages and 
when the maim body reached the villages? Correction, it is Prosecution 
Exhibit No. P-3. 

A We started early in the morming about two o'clock A.M. to 
the route north of Blankeahein. 
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What day was that? 
That was December 16. 
What year? 

Ibh. 


Go one 


a Then the armored group were driving on highway ef Blankenhein 
to Dahlem ~ - we were driving on the highway from Plankenkein to Dahlen 
and reached a point between Blankenheim and Dahlem, it is called, 
Forsthaus Schmidtheim, about 8 o'clock A.M. om December 16, 19h;. Here 
we longer stopped. In the noon of December 16, 19) the armored troop 
were driving from Forsthaus Schmidtheim ever Dahlen, over Stadkyll, 


ever Kronenburg, over Hallschlag to Lesheim, Leshein was reached by 
the point about 7 o'clock P.M. We meed the night to drive from 
Losheim to Lanserath, In the morming of December 17, 1945, we attacked 
for the First 8S Panser Regiment started —~- 

Q Did you mean 1944? 

a 19th, yes. Losheim were reached by the peint - = = Hons¥eld 
Were reached by the point about 7 o'cleck A.M. om December 17, 19h). 
The center of the colum reached it about 9 A.M. From Housfeld 
we attacked te Buellingem. Buellingem were reached by the point about 
11 A.M. and by the center about 12 A.M. From Buellinges the armored 
group left the highway and were driving on narrow roads over Schoppen 
to Thirimont. -Thirimont were reached by the point about nom, the 
midst of the colusm reached it about 12:30. From Thirimont the 
armored group marched north direction to the highway from Waimes and 
Iigneuville - = 

Q Will you trace now on the map, the read that was followed 
by the combat group Peiper from Thirimont te Iigneuville? 

a Yes. I shall do it. 
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@ ~ .NA21 you describe the route by directions? 

A = From Thiriment north direction to the highway on thie road 
(4mdleating) to the highway from Waimes to the cross roads south of 
Maladdy. 


Q When you reached the highway frem Waimes to the cross roads 
south ef Malmedy, which direction did you tura? 
a We turned to the left and wore driving to the south. 


Q What is the name of the village at the cross roads? 

a Bougnes. 

Q At what time did the point and the main part of the body 
reach Beugnes? 

a Beugnes were reached by the point about 2 P.M. and by 
the midst of the colum about two thirty. 

Q From Beugnes what direction did the point and column move? 

a From Beugnes we were driving in a south direction te 
ldgneuville. 

What time was Ligneuville reached? 

A Ligneuville were reachad by the point shortly after 1 P.M. 
and the midst of the colum about 3 P.M. 

Q Ia what direction did the column proceed after leaving 
Idgnenville? 

a We were driving in west direction. 





Q Will you continue now with the route of march ? 

A From Ligneuville the armored group preceeded = we were 
driving now already in the night. It was from ligneuville at about 
k or 4.30 to about this highway te Lednitz and thence to Stavelot, 

Q What time was Stavelet reached and on what day ? 

a The point reached Stavelet at December 17 19h) at 
about 2200 aeme and the midst of the celum reached it abeut 
midnight. 

Q Do you mean reached the center of the village or the 
outskirts ? 

A Nosir, I mean the outskirts . 

Q Where did the column spend the night ? 

A The Column spent the night at the head of of Stavelot. 

Q Will you continue now with the route of march ? 

A Yes sir. In the morning of 18 December Stavelot was 
attacked and then we passed Stavelot in the morning of December 18 
at about 10 aem. The point reached the next village of Trois Ponts 
about 11 aem. The midst of the colum reached it at about noon.lrom 
Trois Ponts we were driving again in a north direction te La Gleize, 
The point er the column reached it about noon and the midst of the 
column reached it about 1. 30 a.m. 

Do you mean aem. or pom. ? 


1. 30 poem. 


Q 
A 
Q Continue 
A 


From La Gleizewe were driving in direction Cheneux. 

Q In what direction is Cheneux from La Gleize ? 

A Cheneux is in a westerly direction from La Gleize. 
Cheneux was reached by the point about 2.30 and by the midst of the 
column about 3.30 a.m. - I beg your pardon - 2.30. 

Q De you mean a.m, or poem. ? 

A aom. 

Q 2.30 in the morning or afternoon ? 
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A I mean 2.30 in the afternoon and 3.30 in the afternoon 


by the midst ef the column. 

Q De yeu know whether or not any ef Combat Group! Peiper' 
reached Steumont ? 

A Yes, I do know it. 

Q When did they reach Stoumont si 

A They reached Stoumont December 19, The exact time I 
don't know because I was wounded already on December 18. 

Q Where were you wounded ? 

A I were wounded at the Bridge between La Gleize and 


Cheneux. 

Q What time of day was that ? 

A It was in the afternoon of December 18, 19) about 
3 poem 

Q Going back to the place on the map marked Crossroads 
at the village of Beugnez » @8 I recall you said when the colum 
preceeded north out of Thirimont, they made the Wiems/Crossreads 
highway and turned to the left and proceeded south-- now do you mean 
south or south-west 7? 

A I mean south. 

Q I mean the highway that hits Wiems/Beugnez on which 
you turned to the left - in what direction did you preceed ? 

A From this point we were driving in a south-west 
direction. 

PROSECUTION: Will you take your seat again please, 

Q What time of day was it when you were wounded 7? 

A About 3 pom. December 18, 19h). 

Q De you know the order ef the elements of combat group 
'Peiper' as they lined up to take off on the morning of 16th December 
at Blankenheim ? 

A The order ef march ? 

Q I mean the numerical sequence - I don't mean the orders 


of march - I mean the numerical sequence in which the elements Lined 
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up on the road ? 

A I can tell you the order of march te Beugnez fron 
Lanzerath. 

Q I mean the order in which the elements of Combat 
Group 'Peiper' lined up to take off - was it the lst Company that 
teek the lead or the 2nd Company that teek the lead = I just want 
you te tell the court how these different cemponents of the combat 
group'Peiper' lined up to take off on 16th December at Blankenhein? 

A On the morning of December 16th, combat group'Peiper! 
teok off in the following order: First the point platoon commanded 
by Obersturmfuehrer Werner Sternebeck; then the 10th Panzer Grenadier 
Company commanded by Obersturmfuehrer Georg Preuss, and elements of 
the 12th Panzer Grenadier Company with cannon SP¥'s; then the lst SS 
Tank Company; then the 11th Panzer Grenadier Cempany; then the 6th 
Panzer Company; then the main part of the 9th Tank Engineer Company; 
then the 7th Tank Company commanded by Hauptsturmfuehrer Oskar 
Klingelhoefer. 

Q Lt Kramm, who commanded the 9th Panzer Pioneer Company? 

A The 9th Tank Pioneer Company was commanded by Ober- 
sturmfuehrer Erich Rumpf. 

Q Continue then with the order ef march will you ? 

A Yes sir. The main part of the Anti-Aircraft Company 
of the lst SS Tank Regiment; then the 3rd tank Engineer Company of the 
1st SS Tank Engineer Battalion. 

Q Who commanded the 3rd Tank Engineer Company ? 

A The 3rd Tank Engineer Company was commanded by Obder- 


sturmfuehrer Franz Sievers: then the 2nd Tank Company commanded by 


Obersturmfuehrer Franz Christ; then the 13th Armored Infantry Company 


of the 2nd SS Panzer Grenadier Regiment; then the armored tank 
battalion '501' with Royal Tigers and then the Anti-Aircraft Battalion 
from the Luftwaffe. 
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Q That is all of the elements that lined up to take 
off on the morning of the 16th ? 

A Yes. 

Q De you know the order in which the elements of combat 
group 'Peiper' lined up to take off at Lanzerath,Belgium ? 

a’ Yes. 


Q Will you tell the court the order in which they took 


A When the attack started in Lanzerath there were various 
changes that teok place in the Company of the old order of march. At 
first the point plateon commanded by Obersturmfuehrer Werner Sternebeck 
consisting of two tanks type Mark IV; then the tanks of the 10th 
Panzer Grenadier Company commanded by Obersturmfuehrer Georg Preuss 
with part of the 12th Panzer Grenadier Company with armed SHY's;then 
the commanding officer of the 3rd Armored Battalion, with the Command- 


ing Officer of the lst Tank Regiment Obersturmbannfuehrer Peiper and 


the Commanding Officer of the 3rd Armored Battalion Obersturmbannfuehrer 


Josef Diefenthal; then the 6th Tank Company commanded by the lst 
platoon leader Untersturmfuehrer Steininger because the Company 
Commander Obersturmfuehrer Benoni Junker was sick; then the llth 
Panzer Grenadier Company commanded by Obersturmfuehrer Heinz Tomhardt; 
then the 7th Tank Company commanded by Hauptsturmfuehrer Oskar 
Klingelhoefer; then the main part of the 9th Tank Engineer Company; 
behind them the 13th Infantry Howitzer Company of the 2nd Panzer 
jrenadier R. ments then the Anti-Aircraft Company of the lst ss 

Tank Regiment; then the lst Tank Company commanded by Obersturmfuehrer 
Karl Kremser; behind the lst, the 2nd Tank Company commanded by Ober- 
sturmfuehrer Fritz Christ; behind the 2nd Tank Company part of the 
12th Panzer Grenadier Company with armed SPW's; then the Armored 
Battalion '501! with Royal Tigers and behind them the jnti-Aircraft 
Battalion of the luftwaffe. 
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Q During the advance were there any other changes made 
in the march order - in the order of march ? 


Yes. 


Yes sir. 


a 

Q Do you remember any of the principal changes ? 
A 

q 


Will you name the place and date and the order of 
March after these changes had taken place ? 
A Yes: In the forenoon of December 17, 19h), the lst 
Tank company bypassed the Companies who were in front of them and 
reached the point with the whole Armored Colum in Ligneuville/ 
Engelsdorf. 
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A (Continuing) In the morning of December 18, 19), the 
6th Tank Company end the 7th Tank Compeny and the 3rd Tank Engineer 
Company got # special mission to go in south direction to seek another 
bridge over the River Salm. They returned late in the night, when the 
Armored Group were already in La Gleize. From the 7th Company, only 
the tank of the company commander, Hauptsturmfuehrer Klingelhoefer, 
returned back to the Armored Group. The other tanks of the 7th Company 
Stayed shead of Stavelot. 

Q Do you know who the enemy was you were facing during this 
offensive? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Who were they? 

A During the first part of the offensive we were facing the 
80th American Infantry Division, and later the 30th Americen Infantry 
Division. 

Q Were you ceptured during the offensive? 


Yes, sir, I were captured. 


A 
Q When and where? 
A 


I was ceptured in the forenoon of Christmas Dey, 194);, in 
Le Gleize. 
Q Shortly after your capture, were you interrogeted sbout the 
events of this offensive? 
A Yes, sir, I were interrogated. 
Q Whereabouts was this? 
It was in the American field hospital in Velviers, Be 
Do you remember the approximate date? 
Yes, sir. In the night of December 25, 19),),, 
Were you sworn before you were interrogated? 
No, sir, I were not sworn. 
Were you a prisoner of wer at the time? 


Sir, I were a prisoner of war. 
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Q Were hostilities still going on between the German Reich 
and the United States? 


A Yes, sir. 


Q Was everything you said during this interrogation the truth? 


A No, sir. 

Q Lt. Kramm, does the reference to a Panzer Company in German 
meen the same thing as Tank Company in English? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Does Panzer Grenadier Compeny in Germen mean the same as 
Armored Infantry Company in English? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Does Panzer Pioneer mean in German the same as Armored En= 
gineer in English? 

A Yes sir. The same mission and the same equipment. 

PROSECUTION: I would like at this time to point out to the Court 
that there have been discrepancies in transletion by various inter- 
preters. We would like to request that all interpreters translate here- 
after, using the term Panzer where the German term is used as Panzer, 
and it will be understood that it is meant tank, and when the term Panzer 
Pioneer is used it will be understood it is meant Armored Engineer; like- 
wise, with Panzer Grenadier, that it means Armored Infantry. 

DEFENSE: May it please the Court, there is no objection. 

COL. ROSENFELD: I should think the easiest way would be to write 


it dowa on a piece of paper and put it up here. The Court evidently 


knows whet the 


c Regiment have? 
The lst and end 0 


ye of 5 


what type tanks 
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A The 6th and 7th Companies of the lst 8S§ Tank Regiment had 
tenks of the type marked hj, 
Q What is an SPY? 
The SPY is the same like the Americen half truck. 


What is meant by the abbreviation MPiwith reference to 5meall 


That means machine pistol. 
With reference to my question on SPW, did you say half track 
or half truck? 
A Half track, 
Q Now, with reference to the 3rd Panzer Pioneer Company and the 
9th Penzer Pioneer Company, did they use SPW's? 
A Yes, sir. The 3rd and the 9th Tmk Engineer Company were 
equipped with SP¥'s, 
Q And did the Panzer Grenadier Company of the 3rd Panzer Grena- 
dier Battalion of the 2nd Panzer Grenadier Regiment use SPW's? 
A Yes, sir. They had the same SPW's like the Tank Engineer 


Company. 


Q Did they have any tanks in their equipment? 


A No, sir, there were no tenks. 

& Now, you were referring to the Panzer Grenadier Companies? 
A Yes, sir. 

Q I believe you have testified that you were en adjutant in 


r battalion? 


Whet are the duti 
DR. LEILING: I object to this translation. 
not an‘adjutent. He is an orderly officer. 
PROSECUTION: If the Court please, I understand that ordnance 
officer méans an administrative officer -- that the duties fre similar 


to an adjutent, at least, 


(Kurt Kremm = Direct) 





Q Well, will you describe your duties as an ordnance officer, 


with reference to the German army? 


A My duties as the ordonanz-offizier were to be the right hand 


of the adjutant. 

PROSECUTION: I believe there is a correction -- that it should be 
to the executive officer -- right hand to the executive officer. 

MR. STRONG: If it please the Court, I object. The witness stated 
clearly "right hand to the adjutent” in German. 

PROSECUTION: I don't know what the correct word is. 

WITNESS: May I explain it in English? 

PROSECUTION: Go ahead. 

A The duties of the German adjutant means like the same in 
English, executive officer, I beg your pardon. Wot exactly the same, 
but ebout the same. And the Geran ordnance officer is not # lirison 
officer, but about the same in English as adjutant. 

PROSECUTION: You may cross examine. 

DEFENSE: May it pleese the Court, as I understand, the witness 
will be recalled, but at this time Mr. Strong, on behalf of the American 
counsel, would like to ask a few questions, and Dr. Leiling, on behalf 
of German counsel, will try to consolidate the questions for the German 
counsel, All of the German counsels ere involved, but we are trying te 
reduce it as much as possible, 

CROSS EXAMINATION 
BY DEFENSE (Mr. Strong): 
Lt. FKramm, when did you join the regiment of Col. Pei 
In the first weeks of the month October, 19li)). 
So you were with Col. Peiper for spproximately two months when 
the offensive started. Is that correct? 

A Yes, sir,» that is correct. 

Q Now, Kramm, you seem to heve an admirable memory and remember 
the names end formations in quite an admirable way. Did you, by any 
ehence, keep a diary during the offensive? 
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A Yes, sir. At first I write a diary, then, at second, it was 
the lest war action which I have mede, and after this time I were cap- 


tured and I have not seen any more action of this. 


Q I see. And during the offensive you kept a diary from hour 
to hour? 


A No, sir. 
Q When did you make your entries? 


A I only made the entries when importent matters occurred and 
I had to make entries into the combet daily journal of the battelion. 


Where is this diary now? 


Q 
A I burned it before I was captured. 
Q 


When were you captured? 

A Christmas Day, 19))). 

Q And the entries which you made in your diary, referring to 
the events between December 16 and December 2), remain so vividly in 
your memory, despite the fact that you burned this diary in December, 
1942 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Now, you undoubtedly took pert in several other campaigns, 
Kremm, didn't you, prior to the Bifel offensive? 

A Yes, sir, but not as officer. 

In what campaigns did you take part? 
In campaigns in Russia. 
And you kept a @iary about your Russian cempaigns, too? 


No, sir. I were not an officer there and I had no duty to 


Q In what period of time did you take part in that Russian cam- 
paign which you first meftioned? 

PROSECUTION: I object. 

COL. ROSENFELD: Objection sustained. Wot cross examination. 


Q Now, Kramn, you made your first statement to any American 


(Kurt Kramm - Cross) 





authorities in this case on December 25, 19hh, right after your cap~ 
ture. Is that correct? 
A Yes, sir, that is correct. 
~Q And you made subsequent statements to American authorities 
subsequent thereto, didn't you? 
A Yes, sir. 
nae Now, how often would you say you were epproximately interro- 


gated at Schwabisch Hell? 


PROSECUTION: I object. 


COL. ROSENFELD: Objection sustained. 

MR. STRONG: May I very respectfully point out to the Court, with 
due deference, that this is cross examination == 

COL. ROSENFELD: It is not cross examination, because it is without 
the scope of the direct examination. The Court has ruled. The objection 
is sustained. 

Q Kramm, isn't it a fact that you, during the time you were in 
Schwabisch Hall, signed a statement for Prosecution, in question and 
answer form, consisting of approximately twenty pages? 

PROSECUTION: I object again. 

COL. ROSENFELD: That is not cross examination. It is the last 
time the Court will notify you. 

Q Is it a fact, Kramm, thet during -- 

MR. STRONG: I don't know -- I want to ask a question == 

COL. ROSENFELD: You will not refer to anything except the matters 
on which he was examined in his direot examination. 

MR. STRONG: No further questions. 

QUESTIONS BY DR. LEILING: 

Q Lt. Kremm, when, for the first time, did you receive knowledge 
of the order before the cempaign? 

A December 15. 

Q Where? 


A The regimental CP in the forest of Blenkenhein. 
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At what time of day? 
About noon. 
Who put thet order into your hand? 


No one handed it to me. I saw it on the table, and I took 


.On whose. table? 
On the table of the executive officer. 
Did you read that order? 
I hastened through it because I didn't have much time. 
However, you could remember 411 the elements of the offensive? 
The units and the order of combat that were sent -- those I 
saw later on myself, efter the order. 
Was this a similar order? 
Yes. 
Was it the first order concerning this offensive? 
The first regimental order which I saw concerning this of- 
fensive, yes. 
Q So all the matters about which you talk concerning the sand 
table had nothing to do with this offensive? 
A Before the offensive extensive preprrations were made which 
transferred our division into the Eifel area. 
Q That doesn't answer my question. We determined before that 
this was the first order of the offensive. Isn't that right? 
A Yes, in the sense that this order for the first time geve the 
exact point of the offensive. 
Wasn't the entire offensive a secret order? 
Yes. 
So nothing about the offensive could be lmown beforehand? 
Nothing about this offensive, but about offensive in general, 
Q So the’prectice in the sand table had nothing to do with this 


offensive? 


(Kurt Kramm = Cross) 





Not with this offensive. 


What did you do with the order, yourself? 


I read it. 

And then? 

I left it lying there. 

Do you know what then happened with the order? 
The order? Noe 

Q Didn't you say yesterday that you knew the order was trans« 
mitted to the lower echelons? 

A Yes, I said that. I mean to say thet I didn't see how this 
order was picked yp by the executive officer of the regiment and given 
to the commenders of the battalions, but if one is within the business 
of the staff for a short length of time, one would know that the written 
orders are trmsmitted by the higher echelons to the lower echelons. 

Q However, you didn't do anything to prevent the transmission 
of the order about which you knew? 

PROSECUTION: I object as being irrelevant and immeteriel. This 
witness is not one of the defendants. 

PRESIDENT: Objection overruled. 

Q Please answer. 

A No, because one never heard thet in my area or my range of 
business something like thet could happen. 

Q If you want to get to the truth of the matter, wouldn't it 
have been better for you to demand to sit emong the accused? 

I object. 

PRESIDENT: Objection sustained. 

Q What was your personel activity d offensive? 

A I had the order to drive behind my commandant with the motor- 
cycle unit. 

Q Was that at the beginning, in the middle, or at the and of 
the entire column? 

A The first part of it in the middle, and later on at the point. 
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Q How long, would you estimate, was this entire column about 
which you are speaking? 

A Do you mean the time, considering the speed of the column, or 
in kilometers? 

Q I mean in kilometers, 

A In kilometers, about ten kilometers. 


Q All those units which you mentioned today extended to ten 
kilometers? 


A Because of the threat from the air, we drove in large intor- 


you are saying that because of your military knowledge? 
I say that because I saw it, end every officer had the 
task to point it out continuously. 
couldn't oversee ten kilometers? 
but if all officers who were distributed along the entire 
road point toward that continuously, then these orders were carried out. 
Q At any rate, that is your assumption. 
A No. I sew it. That is a fact. 
Q You just said that you couldn't oversee the whole thing. 


A Because of the fact that I changed my position continuously -- 


I was in the middle, I was at the point, and also between the middle 


ani the point -=- I saw it. 
did you yourself pass the Crossroeds south of Malmedy? 
ut 2:30 in the afternoon, 


this spot, was in fror 


PRESIDENT: Court will recess until 10;30. 


(Whereupon the Court recessed at 1000 hours.) 





(Whereupon the Court reconvened at 1030 hours.) 
PRESIDENT: Court will come to order. 
PROSECUTION: If the Court please, let the 

record show that all the members of the Court, all 
members of the prosecution, all members of the 
defense counsel with the exception of Dr. Rau and 
Dr. Pfister who are absent on business of the 
defense, all of the defendants and reporter are 


present. 


Will you call the witness Kramm? 


You are reminded you are still under oath. 
KURT KRAMM, called as a witness for the prosecu- 

tion, resumed the stand and testified further 
through an interpreter as follows: 

DR. LEILING: I have no further questions. 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: May it please the Court, 
on behalf of the defense and in view of the fact 
that the witness will return to the witness stand 
at a later time during this triad, no further 
questions will be asked of the witness at this time, 
but we as defense counsel would like at this time 
an amplification of the Court's ruling on the 
objection by the prosecution to our line of questions 
on cross examination. Do we understand that in the 
future we will be limited to the line of questi 
on direct examination of the witness, or will w 
permitted to ask of the witness questions designed 
primarily to attack the credibility and veracity 
and bias of the witness? 

NFELD; , Both prosecution 


permitted to cross examine 
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witnesses other than the accused according to the 

rules and regulations of cross examination. Where 
the credibility of the witness is to be attacked, 

the credibility will be attacked in the prescribed 
manner and the Court will permit such attack. 

If the accused or any of the accused take 
the stand, cross examination will be permitted in 
accordance with the rules of evidence whereby the 
accused may be cross examined on any matter in 
connection with the case. 

PROSECUTION: If the Court please, I have 
a couple of questions on redirect. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION 

Q Lt. Kramm, on cross examination you 
testified that you kept a diary. Did you mean a 
personal diary or a battalion journal? 

A By that I mean personal data which T took 
down for the purpose of later using them in the 
combat journal. 

Q On direct examination you referred to the 
times of day that the point reached certain villages 
and also the main body. Were those times approximate 
or exact? 

A All times which I stated were approximate. 

In your capacity as ordinance officer, 
was it your duty to pass on orders? 

A Yes. 


PROSECUTION: That is 911 thé questions 


PRESIDENT: Questions by the defense? 


(Kramm - Redirect) 
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DEFENSE COUNSEL: No further questions. 
PRESIDENT: Any questions by the Court? 
There appear to be none. The witness is excused. 
(Whereupon the witness was excused and withdrew. ) 
PROSECUTION: Call the witness Jaeger. 
HORST JAEGER, a witness for the prosecution, 
being first duly sworn, testified through an 


interpreter as follows: 


DIRECT EXAMINATION 

QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION 

State your name. 

Horst Jaeger. 

Your grade? 

Sturmann, (Pfc). 

And your organization? 

First Panzer Regiment, L.A.H. 

Were you a member of any company? 

First Company. 

Q Was your organization a part 

Waffen SS? 

Yes. 


Are you a prisoner of war of the American 


Yes. 
Where are you now being held prisoner? 
In Dachau. 

Q Did you take part in the Eifel offensive 
of the German Army during the months of December 
1944 and January 1945? 

A Yes. 

(Jaeger - Direct) 





What was your assignment? 


I was in the I group. 

What do you mean by I group? 

As a tank guard. 

Who was your company commander? 
Obersturmfuehrer (lst Lt.) Kremser. 
What group were you? 


I was in the I group. 


or © > © > © > Oo 


Who commanded your group? 


> 


Hauptscharfuehrer (Master Sergeant) 
Wivanz. 
Q Do you know any of the platoon commanders 
of the first company? 
A Yes, Second Lieutenant Hennecke. 
Q Which group did he command? 
A I don't know that for sure. 
Q Could you identify Hennecke if you were 
to see him again? 
A Yes. 
Q Take a look at the defendants sitting on 
your left and see if Hennecke is among those present. 
A Yes. 
Q What number? 
Number 23, 
PROSECUTION: Hennecke, stand 
On what day did the offensive 
On the 16th. 
Of what month? 
December. 
And the year? 
1944, 


(Jaeger - Direct) 





Q Shortly prior to the beginning of the 
offensive, was there a meeting of the first company? 
A Yes. 
Were you present? 
Yes. 
Do you know who spoke? 
Yes. ( 
Who was it? 
First Lieutenant Kremser. 
What was the substance of his speech? 
He talked about the combat. 


Did he say anything else? 


Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 


He said that no prisoners were to be 
taken. 

Q Was Kremser in command of the first 
company throughout the offensive? 

I can't say that. 

Was Kremser wounded during the offensive? 
Yes, he was wounded. 

Do you know what date? 

I don't know that. 

Do you know where he was wounded? 

A No. 

Q Do you know whether or not Hennecke was 
in command of the first company at any time during 
the offensive? 

Yes, he probably was a commander of the 
company durifig the first period. 

Q Was he commander during tho latter part 
of the offensive? 

A No. He wasn't there any more. 

(Jaeger - Direct) 


224 





Are you referring to Hennecke or Kremser? 


A First Lieutenant Kremser. 

Q Was Hennecke present during the latter 
part of the offensive? 

A I don't know that. 

Q Do you know whether or not Hennecke was 
present at the time Kremser made his speech to the 
company? 

A No. 

PROSECUTION: That is all. 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: May it please the Court, 
on behalf of the defense, may I inquire as to whether 
this witness will be returned to the stand at a 
later time? 

PROSECUTION: No, he will not be recalled. 

DEFENSE COUNSEL: May it please the Court, 
the defense dces not desire to cross question the 
witness further. 

PRESIDENT: Any questions by the Court? 
There appear to be none. The witness is excused, 

(Whereupon the witness was excused and withdrew.) 

PROSECUTION: Call the witness Koehler. 

ERNST KOEHLER, called as a witness for the 
prosecution, being first duly sworn testified through 


an interpreter as follows: 


DIRECT EXAMINATION 
QUESTTONS BY PROSECUTION 
Q State your name. 
A Koehler, Ernst. 
Q Your grade? 


(Koehler - Direct) 





Rottenfuehrer (Corporal). 
And your organization? 
First Company, First Panzer Regiment L.S.S.A.H. 


Is your organization a part of the Waffen 


Yes. 


Are you a prisoner of war of the American 


Yes. 


Where are you now being held prisoner? 


A In Dachau. 


Q Did you take part in the Eifel offensive 


in the German Army during the months of December 
1944 and January 1945? 

Yes. 

What was your assignment? 

T was a gunner in a tank. 

Who was your company commander? 

First Lieutenant Kremser. 

What was your platoon? 

I was in the company troops of the first 
company. - 
Is this a headquarters section? 

That you might say is a point of the 
unit. 
DR. LEILING It's a master sergeant. 
PROSECUTION: W411 you repeat the answer? 
A The man who is the first sergeant of the 
whole company. He is out with the company troops 
with the unit. 
Q Is that the same as the administrative 


(Koehler - Direct) 
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section of the company? 
A No, it's not the administration. 
Q Do you know any of the platoon commanders 
of the first company? 
A Yes. 
Q Who commanded the first platoon? 
A Second Lieutenant Hennecke. 
Q Could you identify Hennecke if you were 


to see him again? 


A Yes. 


Q Take a look at the defendants sitting on 
your left and see if Hennecke is among those 
present. 

A Yes. 

Q 


What number is he wearing? 


23. 


PROSECUTION: Hennecke, stand up. Sit down. 
Q Prior to the beginning of the offensive 
was there a meeting of the first company? 
A Yes, 
Q Were you present? 


Yes 


Do you ltnow who spoke? 


Yes. 


irst Lieutenant Kremser. 


Do you kmow the substance of his speech? 


Iedon't remember the exact wording. 


Q Well, epproximately what did. he say? 


A He stated in his speech that tomorrow we 


would participate in ah offensive which would decide 


(Koehler - Direct) 
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the fate of Germany and that in that offensive we 
would have a chance to avenge the lives of many 
women and children who had been killed during the 
terror raids. There wouldn't be any prisoners of 
war in that attack and there wouldn't be any mercy 
shown to Belgian civilians either. Anything which 
might happen to come in front of our sights would 
be mowed down and anybody who would have hunger 
tomorrow, it would be his owm fault. 

Q Was Kremser in command of the first 
company throughout the offensive? 

A No. 

Q Who took command after Kremser? 

A Second Lieutenant Hennecke. 


Q On what day was it and where did Hennecie 


command? gp 


A That was early in the morning of the 16th 
of December in Stavelot. 

Q Did Hennecke continue !n command for the 
balance of the offensive? 

A Yes. 


PROSECUTION: fou may cross examine. 


CROSS EXAMINATION 

QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE (LT. COL. DWINELL) 

Q Did Hennecke at any time specifically say 
that prisoners of war would be shot? 

A No, I wouldn't know about that. 

Q Did Kremser ever»give such an order? 

A NO. He only said in his speech that 
there wouldn't be any prisoners of war in this 
attack. 
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DEFENSE COUNSEL: May it please the Court, 
there are no further cross questions for the defense. 

PROSECUTION: No questions on redirect. 

PRESIDENT: Any questions by the Court? 


There appear to be none. The witness is excused. 


(Whereupon the witness was excused and withdrew. ) 


PROSECUTION: Call the witness Klaus Schneider. 
KLAUS SCHNHTDER, called as a witness for the 
prosecution, being first duly sworn, testified 


through an interpreter as follows: 


DIRECT EXAMINATION 

QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION 

State your name. 

Schneider, Klaus. 

And your grade? 

SS Sturmann (pfc). 

And your organization? 

First Company, First Panzer Regiment, 
First Panzer Division, Leibstandarte Adolf Hitler. 


Was your organization a mrt of the Waffen 


Yes. 


Are you a prisoner of war of the American 
Yes. 

Where. are you now being held prisoner? 
A In Dachau. 
Q Did you take part in the Eifel offensive 
of the German Army during the months of December 


1944 and January 1945? 


(Schneider - Direct) 





Yes. 
What was your assignment? 
I’ was a tank radio operator. 
Who was your commanding officer? 
First Lieutenant Kremser and towards the 
Second Lieutenant Hennecke. 
Q In what platoon were you? 
In the first platoon of the first company. 
Who commanded your platoon? 
Second Lieutenant Hennecke. 
Could you identify Hennecke if you were 
to see him again? 
A Yes. 
Q Take a look at the defendants sitting on 


your left and see if you recognize Hennecke among 


them. 
A Yes. 
Q What number is he waaring? 
A Number 23. 
PROSECUTION: Hennecke, stand ups Sit dom. 
On what day did the offensive start? 
December 16. 


Q Shortly prior to the beginning of the 


offensive, was there a meeting of the first company? 


A Yes. 
Were you present? 
A No. 
Q Do you know who spoke? 
A First Lieutenant Kremser. 
Q Do you ‘mow what he said? 


(Schneider - Direct) 
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A I wasn't present at the speech, therefore, 
I don't lmow what he said. However, two or three 
weeks before that, Lt. Kremser also made &@ speech. 

Q What did he say at that speech that you 
are referring to? 

A That in any combat in which we might get 
into, we were not to take any more prisoners but 
rather we were to remember our relatives and 
dependents in the bombed out cities. 

Q Was Kremser in command of the first 
company throughout the Eifel offensive? 

A No. 


Who took command after Kremser? 


Q 
A Second Lieutenant Hennecke. 
Q 


On what day was it and where did Hennecke 


take command? 


A I can't remember the date any more. It 


was in Stavelot. 


PROSECUTION; You may cross examine. 


(Schneider - Direct) 





Q On what day was it and where did Hennecke take 
command? 


4 I can't remember the date any more, but it was at 
Stavelot. 
PROSECUTION: You may cross-examine. 


GROSS EXAMINATION 
QUESTIONS BY THR DEFENSE: 


Q When he spoke about not taking prisoners, isn't 


it e fact that he said that the prisoners would be left to 


the infantry, in the rear? 
A Kremser didn't say anything about that, 
DEFENSE: The defense hae no further questions, 
PROSECUTION: No redirect. 
PRESIDENT: Are there any questions by any member 
ef the court? (There were none.) 


(Whereupon the witness was excused and’ withdrew.) 


PROSECUTION: The prosecution calle Kurt Plohmann 
as its next witness. 

KURT PLOHMANN, called as a witness for the Prose- 
cution, being first duly sworn, testified through an inter=- 


preter as follows: 


DIRECT EXAMINATION 
QUESTIONS BY THE PROSECUTION: 
Q What is your name? 


a Kurt Plohmann, 


(Plohmann = Direct) 





Your grade? 
Sergeant. 
4nd your organisation? 
Tirst Company, Tirst Panzer Regiment, ISSAE, 
Was your organization a part of the Waffen SS? 
Tes. 
Are you a prisoner of war of the American 4Arny? 
Yes. 
Where are you now being held prisoner? 

4 In Dachau, 

Q Did you take part in the Bifel Offensive, during 

the months of December 1944, and January, 1945? 


a I participated in the Offensive Eifel, until I was 


wounded on the 25th of December. 


eo 


What was your assignment? 

I was a gunner, 

Who was your Company Commander? 

My Company Commander was first Lieutenant Kremser, 
In what Platoon were you? 

The First Platoon, 

Who commanded your Platoon? 

My Platoon Commander wes Second Lieutenant Hennecke, 


Could you identify Hennecke, if you saw him again? 
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Yes, 

Q Take a look at the defendants sitting there on your 
left and see if you recognize Hennecke among them? 

A Yes. 

& What number is he weering? 

A Twenty-three, 


PROSECUTION; Hennecke, stend up. 


(Plohmann - Direct) 





(Whereupon the accused Hennecke arose.) 


PROSECUTION: Sit dow. 


(Whereupon the accused Hennecke resumed 


his seat.) 


Q. On what day did this offensive start? 

A. On the 16th of December, 19))), 

Q. Shortly before the beginning of the offensive, was 
there a meeting of your Company? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Were you present? 

A. Yes, 

Q. Who spoke? 

A. First, Lieutenant Kremser, 

Q. What did he say? 

A. Lieutenant Kremser stated, among other things, that 
we wovld see combat now, that we were to fight bravely, and 
that we were not to pay any attention to prisoners and that 
we were to think of our wives and children at home who had had 
suffered the damage by the bombing terror, 

Q. Will you repeat what Kremser said about prisoners? 

A. I don't remember the exact wording, I can only cive 
you the gist of it. 

Q. What was that? 

A. That we were not to take any prisoners in combat, 


emser in command of the First Compan 7, through- 


No, he commanded the Commany only until the 18th, 
Q. Who took command after Kremser? 
A. Second Lieutenant Hennecke took over the Company on 


the 18th, 


(Kurt __Plohmann , Direct.) 





Q. Do you know what time of the day that was? 
A. It was in the morning, 


PROSECUTION: You may cross-examine. 
CROSS-EXAMINATION 


QUESTIONS BY THE DEFENSE: 


Q. Did Hennecke ever give you any orders to shoot pri- 
soners of war? 

A. No. 

Q. You said that Lieutenant Kremser made a speech to 
the Conmany about prisoners of war; did Hennecke make a simi- 


lar speech? 


A. I don't know about that, not that I remember. 
DEFENSE: The defense has nothing further. 


PROSECUTION: The prosecution has no fur- 


ther questions, 


PRESIDENT: Are there any questions by 


any member of the court of this witness? (There were none, ) 


(Whereupon the witness was excused and re- 


sumed his seat.) 


The prosecution recalls Mr. 


Ellowitz, as its next witness. 


(Whereupon Mr, 


reminded that he was still under oath before the court, ) 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 


Y THE PROSECUTION: 


(Kurt Plohmann , Examination completed; Ellowitz recalled,) 
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During the course of your investigation of the Mal- 


medy case, did you ever have occasion to take a statement from 
Hans Hennecke? 


A. Yes. 

Q. Could you identify him, if you saw him again? 

A. Yes, 

Q. Take a look at the defendants on your left, and see 
if he is among those present? 

A. Yes, 

Q. What mmber is he wearing? 


A, Number forty-throe, 
PROSECUTION: Stand up Hennecke. 


(Whereupon the accused Hennecke arose. ) 


PROSECUTION: Sit down. 


(Whereupon the accused Hennecke resumed 


his seat.) 


Q. During the course of this interrogation, did Hennecke 


make a statement? 


ks Yes, both oral and written, 


PROSECUTION: The prosecution hands the 
reporter a statement to be marked as "Prosecution Exhibit 1h, 


for identification", 


(Whereupon the reporter marked the Exhibit 


as requested, ) 


Q. Did you use an interpreter for the interrogation of 
Hennecke? 


A. 


(Re-examination of Elloritz.) 





Who was it? 
Mr, Steiner, 


I hand you a statement, marked "Prosecution Exhibit 


No. 14, for identification", and ask you if you can identify 


ite 
A. Yes. 
Q. Do you know whose handwriting this statement is in 
and who signed it? 
A. Yes, it is written and signed by Hans Hennecke, 
Q. And is this the same Hans Hennecke that you have 
just identified as wearing number forty-three? 
A. Yes, 
Q. Was this statement sipned in your presence? 
A. Yes, 
Q. Was anyone else present? 
A. Yes, the interpreter, 
Q. Was this statement sworn to? 
A. Yes, 
Q. Who administered the oath? 
Major Fenton, 
Was the statement riven voluntarily? 
Yes. 
Was duress used to obtain this statement? 
No. 
Q. Did you make any threats or promises to obtain that 
statement? 
A. No. 
Q. Did you use any harsh, cruel, or inhuman treatment 
to obtain this statement? 


4A. No. 


(Ellowitz -- Direct) 





Q How was this statement teken? 

A = Well, Hennecke was first interviewed and spoke orally 
about the subject of orders and then, later, I asked him to put 
it om peper od then I dicteted it to him. 


Q You dicteted it, is thet right? 


a = Yes. ; 

Q I hand you Prosecution Bxhibit Wo. 5 end ask you if 
a hood similer te this was ever used on Hennecke, when he was 
moved from the prison? 

A Yes. 

PROSECUTION: The prosecution offers into evidence at 
this time the statement marked "Prosecution Exhibit 1), for 
identification", to be attached to the record and to be marked 
"Prosecution Exhibit 11)". 

DEFENSE: The defense objects to this statement on 
the grounds previously stated. 

PRESIDENT: The objection is overruled end the state- 
mont "Prosecution Exhibit No. 1h, for identification” offered 
imto evidence by the prosecution will be accepted into evidence 
by the court end marked "Prosecution Exhibit No. 11", for attach- 
ment to the record. 

(Whereupon the reporter marked the Exhibit in issue 
accordingly.) 

PROSECUTION: The prosecution offers into evidence a 
true end correct English trenslation of Prosecution Exhibit 
No. 14, to be marked "Prosecution Exhibit No. 1-a" and to be 


attached to the records 


(Bllowits - Direct) 





DEFENSE: The defense has no objection, 


PRESIDENT: There being no objection, 
the translation offered into evidence by the prosecution is 
accepted into evidence by the court and will be marked Pros- 


ecution Exhibit l-A, for attachment to the record. 


PROSECUTION: The prosecution requests 
permission at this time to read Prosecution Exhibit No. 1l-A 


to the court. 


; PRESIDENT: Granted. 


PROSECUTION: The statement is as follows: 
"J, Hans Hennecke, Untersturmfeuhrer, make the following state - 
ment under oath: I am twenty-three years old. I live in WAVEN 
in MICKIENBURG,. In December, 19), I was Untersturnfeuhrer of 
the 1st Company, SS Panzer Regiment 1, LSSAH, On December 16, 
1944, we left the forest in BLANKENHEIM and went to SCHMIDT- 


HEIM, This was the complete (PEIPER) combat team, 


‘About 8:00 A.M., the Company Commanders were called to a 
conference in the Regimental CP, in the forester's house at 
SCEMIDTHEIM, I accompanied Obersturmfeuhrer KREMSER, Command- 
er of the First Company, to the Regimental CP, for 
fetch a map for myself, We entered the CP together and sat 
h I attach 
om were Obersturmfeuhrer RUMPF, Un- 
arsturmfeuhrer K?AMM, Obersturmfeuhrer KREMSE bers turmfeuh- 
» Hauptsturmfeuhrer KLINGELHOEFER and many others 
whose names I no longer recall. An officer whom I no longer 
remember read to us the plan of march, and we all made entries 


on our maps. After I had been in the room a half hour, the 
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door from Room "A" opened (as indicated on the attached sketch), 
and Hauptsturmfeuhrer GRUHLE, Regimental Adjutant, came into 
the room, from Room "A" to Room "BY" (as indicated on my sketch), 
when I heard the door open, I turned around and saw Standarten- 
feuhrer PEIPER sitting behind a table with his face turned to- 
wards the door (as indicated on my sketch), and GRUHLE went 
through our room, went out, returned after a few minutes and 
went into Room "A", where I had seen Standartenfeuhrer PEIPER, 
Five to ten minutes later, the Company Commanders were called 
to Room "A" for a conference by somebody I cannot recall to- 
day. Standartenfeuhrer PEIPER was the only person that I saw 
in the room, I did not see him go out. Before Obersturmfeuh- 
rer KREMSER entered the room for the Commany Commander's meet~ 


ing, he told me to eo back to the Comany, to assemble the Pla- 


toon Leaders and the Tank Commanders there, and to wait for 


him there, I did this, Thirty to forty-five minutes later, 
SER returned to where our tanks were standing, where I 

had assembled the Platoon Leaders and Tank Commanders, as he 

had ordered me to do. Obersturmfeuhrer KRESMER said: "I have 

just come from a conference with the Regimental. Commander, 

and have instructions to refer you again to his order to drive 

on recklessly, to give no quarter and to take no prisoners, 

When you fo back now, repeat this to yovr men." We then re- 


turned to the tanks, 


was lying in the SLANKENHEIM forest, Obersturmfeuhrer KRENSE 
spoke before the whole Company, about 3:00 o'clock, about the 
order to drive on recklessly, to give no quarter, and to take 


, 


no prisoners, Early in the morning of the same day, Ubersturm- 
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fushrer KREMBER said to me that he had to go to a conference. 
He returned from this conference eround noon. 


"I was present when Obersturmfuehrer KREMBER spoke to the 


Compeny'in the afternoon. He said: '...We must succeed im 
breeking through in thie offensive. Think of the bombing 
attecks. Think of your parents, of your brothers end sisters. 
It will be one reckless drive. We must give no quarter. Mo 
prisoners are to be teken...'. Later the seme dey, Oberstura- 
fuehrer KREMSER summoned the Tank Commanders, and with the 
Platoon Leaders we sat around the cemp fire. Obersturmfuehrer 
KREMBER said: ‘*...When you go back to your tanks, repeat Pei- 
per's order to your men. The men must know that exactly...'. 
The order which is mentioned here is the order concerning the 


handling of prisoners of war in this offensive. 


"In our Regiment, mong all the officers, non-coms and men, 
the order which Obersturmfuehrer KREMSER gave us was not know 
as anything else but "The order” of Standartenfuehrer PEIPERs 
It was always called “PEIPER'S order", end this was well-known 
in the 1st SS Panser Division LSSAH. Everybody knew that by 


that it was meant to shoot prisoners of war. 


"after KREMSER geve us this order, we returned to our crewse 
I went to the camp fire where the crew of Oberscharfuchrer 

SKOTZ and another crew were, and repeated the order given to 
us by Obersturmfushrer KREMSER, which was the order about the 


shooting of prisoners of ware 


"TI make this statement of my own free will. I was not forced 
and no promises were made to me. Signed: Hans Hennecke 11 Jan- 


uary 1946. Sworn to end subscribed before me this 1ith day 
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of Jenuary, 1916, at SCHMABISCH HALL, Germany. Signed: Dwight 
F. Fenton, QIC, Investigater-Exeminer, War Crimes Brench, USFET." 


(Whereupon thie statement, Prosecution Exhibit Wo. li-a, 
was translated into German by the interpreter end read to the 
court.) 
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PROSECUTION: Prosecution offers in evidence picture 
affidavite of Hams Hennecke to be attached to the record and 
marked Prosecution Exhibits "148," 96," "D," and "Be 

DEPBISE: There is no objection on the part of the Defenses 

PRESIDENT: There being no objection, the exhibits offered 
ly the Prosecution are admitted im evidence and will be marked 
Exhibits "Paks," 0," and "E" respectivelye 

(Whereupon the documents referred toy having been previowse 
ly marked and identified were received in evidence as Prosecution 
Exhibite "P-JkB," "C," "Dp," and *E" and are attached hereto end 
made a part of the record.) 

PROSECUTION: Permission is requested te read Prosecution 
Brhibits "P-1LB," 9G," D," and "EM, 

PRESIDENT: Granted. 

PROSECUTION (Reading) s 


"PalhBe Ip HANS HEMNECKE, being first duly sworn 
make the following statement wider oath; 


"fhe above two photographs are photographs of the 
same Standartenfuehrer PEIPER mentioned by me 
in wy affidavit, dated 11 Jmuary 1960 


"/e/ Hens Hennecke 
First Wame-last Wane SS 


88 Wntersternfulrer 


1.Kompele SSe Panter Regiment 1SSAH 
a s 





photographs of 
GRUZ mentioned by 
me in ay affidavit, dated 11 Jenuary 19h6. 


*/o/ Eube mpacpore 


Wlst Lt — . 


“Pelkgs I, HMMS HEMNECKE, being first 
vera, make the follouing statenent in 


"The above two photographs are photographs of 
turmfuelrer men 


the sam Obers' JUIKER tioned 
by me in my affidavit, dated 11 January 19460 


"he Wore Wane 


"Sworn to and subscribed before me this 
15th day of april 1916. 


*Robert Be ae 
oa 


"lst Lt JAGD 


"Pelige"s I, HANS HEINECKE, being first duly 
sworn, make the following statement woder oaths 


"The above two photographs are photographs of the 
sane Hauptaturmfueitrer KLINCELHOEFER mentioned by 
me in my affidavit, dated 11 January 196e 


"/e/ HAMS HEMWECKE 


SS_Untersturafubrer 
24 le Kompe le SS Panter Regiment LSSAH 
‘Organs ction dur ag Eel Crrensive— 





"Sworn to and subscribed before me this 
15th day of April 1946, 


“Bobert BE. Byrne __ 
Officer Administering oath 


Rank 4rm or Service 
FROSECUTION: You may cross examine. 
REOROSS EXAMINATION 
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE (Lt. Colonel Dwinell): 

Q With respect to Exhibit "P~14" were you present at any 
interrogations of the accused Hennecke prior to his signing that 
statement? 

a I was. 

Q Was there more than one interrogation? 

a Yes, there was, 

Q Do you remember about how many interrogations Hennecke 
was required to submit to? 

a I would say about three or four. 

Q Do you remember an interrogation of Hennecke about 
three days before this statement was signed, Prosecution's Exhibtt 
"P14"? 

A I don't know which interrogation you have reference to, 

Q Prosecution's Exhibit "P14" was Signed on the llth of 
January. Do you recall Hennecke being interrogated on the 8th? 

A Yes. I don't remember as to the date, I remember he 


was interrogated prior to signing that statement several days, 


g Where were these interrogations conducted? 


A In the interrogation room. 

Q Were any of these interrogations conducted at a very 
late hour at might? 

A Wo. 

Q At any of these interrogations, was more than one 
person present? 


4 Yes, the interpreter. 
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Q Were ay of these interrogations conducted in the 
presence of several people? 


A Mot while I was there, 


fo COLOWEL DWINELL: Wo further cross examinations 
PROSECUTIONs Mo redirects , 
PRESIDENT: Witness excused. 
(Whereupon the witness was excused and withdrew.) 
PROSECUTIONs The Prosecution calls the witness Lichtwirk, 
HANS ERICH LICHTWARK, called as a witness for the Prosecution, 
being first duly sworn testified through m interpreter as follows: 
(Whereupon the questions, answers and other proceedings 
were interpreted to the accused.) 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
QUESTIONS BY PROSECUTION: 
Q State you name. 
Licshtwumrk, Hans Erich, 
What is your grade? 
Sturmam, Piee 
and yow organisation? 
Second company, First Panser Regiment Leibstandarte 
tlere 
Was your organization a part of the Waffen SS? 
Tete 
Are you a prisoner of war of the American Army? 
Tese 
Where are you now held prisoner? 
Tn. Dachatts 


cororeoro Rr Or OP 


Did you take part in the Eifel offensive during the 
months of December 19) and January 194,57 

Yés, ag assistant clerke 

Who was your company commander? 

First Lieutenant Christ. 

Would you recognize Christ if you were to see him again? 
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A Yes, Muber 7. 

PROSECUTIOW: Christ, will. you stand up? Sit downs 
Lat the record show that the witness identified Christ as 
wearing Nusber 7. 

Q What day did the offensive begin? 

A Decesber 26, 29tihe 

Q Preceding the attack, did Christ give ay orders to 
‘the company? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you recall what those orders were? 

A Those were combat orderse 

Q Did he say anything about the treatment to be accorded 


prisoners ‘of war? 


A Woe 
Q wWAll you state the substance of Christ's speech? 
A Yes, that no prisoners wuld be taken in this combat. 
CAPTAIN SHUMACKER: If the Court please, I believe there 
is a mistake in the translation. (To Interpreter Rosenstock): 
Io it not @ mmitaent instead of combat? 
INTERPRETER ROSENSTOCK: Either waye 
CAPTAIN SHUMACKER: Don't you think commitaet is a more 
accurate translation thas combat? 
INTERPRET ROSENSTOCK: Wo, sire 
Q Where did this meeting — where were these orders 
given you referred to? 
A In the forest near Blankenheiz. 
What time of day was it? 
It was in the evenings 
At the conclusion, what did the troops do? 
They sang. 
Do yeu know ths name of the song? 


Yese 
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‘Wast was it? 
sgharpen the Long Enitves.® 
Do you know the words ef the song? 
a i 
What are they? 
Lf. COLONEL DWINELL: I object to that as being not 
relevant to the issues trying to be provens 
PROSROUTIONs It is very relevant to the issue to show the 
mood and spirit im which these troops weres 


DEFENSE: The accused that are being referred to are 


being charged with the issuance of orderse 

PRESIDENT: Just a minute, let's get the interpreter's 
translations 

If. COLONEL DWINEMIs I object to it as being irrelevant 
to the issue, The accused is referring — the witness is 
referring to an accused who is charged with the issuance of orders 
and enything outside of testimony concerning the issuance of 
those orders would be irrelevante 

PROSECUTION: If the Court please, by this we intend to 
show that these troops were incited to murder by the ecapeny 
commanders ; 

If. COLONEL DWIWELL: If the Court please, the accused is 
not charged with inciting to murders 

PROSECUTION: If the Court please, the accused is charged 
with aiding and abetting and encouraging murder. 

PRESIDENT: Objection overruleds 

Q Will you repeat the words of the song? 

A Sharpen the long knives, sharpm the long knives; at 
the lamppost blood should flow. The cudgels should fall thickly. 
“We don®t care for freedon of the Soviet Republic. 

PROSECUTIONS You may cross exauine. 

DEFENSE: May it please the Court, the American cousel 
do not “ith to interrogate the witness at this point, but 
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Bre Herthora representing Christ dees desire te interrogate the 
witnesse 
h08S EXAMINATION 

QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE (Dre Herthern)s 

Q MWe Witness, at the beginning of this testimony you 
stated that the accused, Christ, hed said nothing about the 
treatment of prisoners ef war, is that correst that you stated 
that? 

" & Tecasider the words "treatment of prisoners of 
war® te moan something elses 

Q What do you man by treateet of prisoners of war, or 
aid you wmderstand by treatment of prismoers of war? 

A The way thay would be quartered, etcs 

Q Don’t you think it is part of the treatasnt of a prisoner 


of war if, shall we say, a prisoner of war shall be mistreated in 
any way? ; 


4 That is a method of treatant, 

Q I didn't understand that. 

4 That is a method of treatamt. 

Q I that is a mthod of treatment, then you contradicted 
yourself because at first you said he said nothing about treataet 
of yeisenere ef var-end.you later stated that he said no prisoners 
of war would be takem. How can you explain that? 

PROSECUTIONs I object. It is argumentatives 

PRESIDENT: Objection sustaineds 

Q You have stated that First Lieutenant Christ said that 
no prisoners were to be taken. Did he say that that was an order 
which he had heard just then, 

A He did not say that, 

Q Did he add to this ader, "to the extent to which 
conditions made it inevitable or necessaryg” 

A I do not recall thate 


Q Is it possible? 
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A&A TI camtt say fer swe, 

DEPESE: Wo further cross examination. Just a minute. 
QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE (Bro Leitling)s 

Q Where had this song of the long knives been sug before? 

A T dente knows \ 

Q Didm’t that song come from Russia? 

PROBROUTION: I object. It is imaterials 

DEFENSE: It is just as material as befores 

PRESIDENT: Objection overruled, 

Q Will you answer the question please? 

A I never was in Russia . ; 

Q B44 you have the impression that this song particularly 


incited you to fight? 
A This song did not concern me at all because Iwas not 
with the fighting troops. 


Q Do you think that the troops were particularly incited 
by this song? 

PROSECUTIONS I object om the grouds that it calls for a 
conclusion on the part of the witness, 

FPRESIDENTs The objection is overruleds 

A TIcantt imagine that. 

Q What do you mean, you cantt imagine that? 

A Because that kind of thing didn't happen when you went 
into action and I don't think it could have influenced you later. 

Q are you trying to say that that kind of song does not 
have any influence? 

Aa They might have som influences 

Q It might even influence eld soldiers, men who were soldiers 
for years? 

A I can’t say because I am not an old soldiers 

TRe LEILDN: Wo further questions on cross examination, 

PRESIDENTs ‘There appear to be no questions by the Courts 
Witnoss excused. 
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(Whereupon the witness was excused and withdrew) 
PROSECUTION: We call the witness, Evwblere 
HANS HUIZR, called as a witness for the Prosecution, being 
first duly swern testified through an interpreter as follows: 
(Waereupon the questions, answers and other proceedings 
were interpreted te the ascused,) 


and your organisation? 
Second company, First Battalion, First Regiment, First 


Wes your eganisation a part of the Waffen Ss? 
Yes, 
Are you @ prisoner of war with the American Arny? 


Tese 

Where are you now held a prisoner? 

In Dachats 

Did you take part in the Eifel offensive during the 
months December 194) and January 19457 

Tebe 

What was yout assignment? 

Gunners 

Who was your company commander? 

First Lieutenant Christe , 

Could you identify Christ if you were to see him again? 


Tess 
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Q eke a look at the defendants sitting on your left 
and see if you recognize Christ among them 

& = Weaber 7. 

PROSECUTIONs Christ will you stand up? Let the record show 
that the witness identified Christ as wearing Number 7e 

Q Om what day did the offensive begin? 

4 December 16, 29lhe 

Q Was there a company meting held prior to the start 
of the offensive? 
Tete , 
Where was it held? 
In the forest near Blankenheine 
Were you present? 
Yese ' 
Who spoke? 
First Lieutenant Christe 
What did Christ say? 

A That it was Germanyts last chances We were to think of 
ow homes and of the bomb attacks and not t pay any attention te 


A 
Q 
a 
Q 
a 
Q 
a 
Q 


prisoners of ware 
Q Did he sey anything about how you were to fight? 
A Woe , 
Q Did he refer to anything about the 8S tradition of 
fighting? 
A We were to fight according to the old usages of the SSe 
Q Do you remember anyone else who was present at that 
meeting? 
Yese 
Who was it? 
Sturmmann, Pfc Mikolaschek. 
Did Mikolaschek say anything at the meeting? 
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A «Mikolaschek neoded a pair of new shoese 

Q Dad he say anything about the need of new shoes at 
‘the mecting? 

A Be said he necded a pair of new shoes and Lieutenant 
Christ answered to that to pick that up in the course of action. 

Q Gould you identify Mikolaschek if you were to see 
him again? 

A Yese 

Q Take a look at the defendmte and see if you om 
seo him among then, 

4 Wember 37. 


PROSECUTION: Mikoleschek will you stand up? Ist the record 


show that Mikolaschek was identified by the witness as wearing 
Nusber 376 Sit dom, 

Q After the meting — I will withdraw that. Will you 
repeat again what you said about prisoners of war? 

DEFENSE: May it please the Court, the record speaks fu> 
itself on thate 

PROSECUTION: There was an inaccurate translation. That 
is why this question is being asked over again. 

DEFENSE: I am sorry. If you had mentioned that, there 
would be no objection. 

PRESIDENT: Please, let's have one at a times 

PROSECUTION: It was not brought to my attention at the time. 
I should have brought it out when the mistake was madee 

PRESIDENT: I think in the future, if there is reference 
with respect to & translation, you should preface your remarks. 
You may ask the question. 

Q Will you repeat again what you said about prisoners of 


A Wot to place any value on prisoners of wats 
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PROSECUTION: We object te that translation as being 
inaccurate. Withdraw the objections 

DR. IZILING: My I ask for a translation of this? 

PRESIDENT: Read it out of the records 1 

FROSECUTIONs You may cross examines 

DEFENSE: Mey it please the Court, the Amricm cowmsel 
do not wish to interregate the witness further at this time, 
but Dre Hertkorn representing Christ does desire to ask the 
Ques tions. 

noes EXAMINATION 

QUESTIONS BY DEFENSE (Dre Hertkorn)s 

Q Me Witness, you have stated that Lieutenant Christ 
said to fight according to the old wages of the 835g In wy 
opinion you should have said spizit. Would you say usages or 
spirit? 

A Usagete 

Q ‘The SS usages to fight hard — and in this particular 
case no value was to be placed on prisoners of ware What do you 
understand the werds that no value wes to be placed on prisoners 
of war to man? 

A ‘That was a very broad hinte 

DEFENSE: We further cross examinations 

PROSECUTION: Wo redirect. 

PRESIDENTs There appear to be no questions by the courte 
Witness is excused. 

(Whereupon the witness was excused and withdrew, ) 

PROSECUTION: If the Court please, we have one more witness 
to call from this companye DO you want to hear him now? 

PRESIDENT: Not nowe Gourt will adjourn to meet at 0830 
Monday, 20 Maye 

(Whereupen the Court at 1200 hours adjourned wmtil 
0830 20 May 19h6.) 
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CHARGE SHEET 
ANKLAGESCHRIFT 
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Name des Angeklagten 


is hereby charged with the following offences: 
wird hiermit wegen der folgenden strafbaren Handlungen angeklagt: 


First Charge:. . Erste Anklage: .. 


Second Charge: ........... 


Snaey. 
The above charges are referred for trial to the “Intermediate Military Court to be held 
*General 
*Einfachen 
Die Verhandlung wird vor dem *Mittleren Militargerichte 
*Oberen 


PPAR cr Gretel eet ee te ssid, OTe 
(Address of Court) am 
(Anschrift des Gerichtes) 
By Order 
Uhr stattfinden. Im Auftrage von 


*Strike out words not applicable. (Signature of person preferring charges) 
*Nichtzutreffendes ist durchzustreichen. (Unterschrift des Vertreters der Anklagebehérde) 





Copy of above served on accused — 194 
Abschrift dem Angeklagten zugestellt am 


aS (Signature Ojg@@>rson making service) 
(Unterschrift Zustellers) 
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dtd 4 Aug 1950 


UNITED STATES VS, VALENTIN BERSIN ET AL 
(THE MALMEDY CASE) 


PROSECUTION EXHIBITS P, 1 thru P, 12-A 





Legal Form No. 8 


MILITARY GOVERNMENT COURT gs cg 
CASE RECORD, 1 thru 12-A 


Case No. ....6°24 5 Prosecutor..L1.COL, BURTON F ELLIS 


*hotesmasiotexMilitary Court. Defence Counsel 


*General 
Place DACHAU, GERMANY. 
Date Reporter 


COL WILLIS M EVERETIE JR 


Interpreter 


Members of Court: 


BRIG. GENERAL..JOSIAN..T.. DALBEY COL RAYMOND C. CONDER 
COL PAUL. .K... WETLAND 

COL, JAMES G. WATKINS 

COL. WILFRED..H.. STEWARD. 


Accused VALENTIN..BERSIN,..ET..AL. 


Address Sex Age 


First Charge Second Charge _ | 


Pleas 
VALENTIN BERSIN, ET AL Not guilty 


Findings 


Previous Convictions 


Term 
Imprisonment 


Beginning 
Sentence 
Amount scene : Hep 
To be paid before APR Bhs 
or in case of default of payment to serve a “further 


term of ... 
imprisonment. 


Charc~ Sheet and Record of Testimony are annexed hereto. 
“(Signature of member of court) 
REVIEW 


Action of Reviewing Authority 2.00... 


"(Signature of reviewing authority) 


*Strike out words not applicable. 
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EXHIBITS P-1 thru P-12-a 


MALMEDY CASE 





Commanding Ceneral 

Third US army, 

4PO 403, US Army 

Att staff Judge Advocate 


1. Reference agraph 2b, letter, Headquarters, 
States Forces, Muropean Theater (000.5-2 GAP), 16 July 
subject: Tri war Crimes and Related Cases Le 4 
that the a as referred to trial before 
Governine r > arges and particulars heret 
by this ult of conferences betwes 
your office. 


2. No other 
juire att 
view of the large number of accused and in th 

terest « pedition and avoidenc f confusion at the trial 
1S recommended that in addition to military cefense counse} not 
more than four (4) of the civilian defense counsel be 
make objections, arguments before the court and inte rrogée 
witnesses. These are to be selected by all of the civilian 
defense counsel, and act as their spokesmen, should their number 
exceed four. In the event it is asserted that anticipated 
conflicts of interest among the accused will re juire, in the 
interest of fairness, the active participation of an additional 
number of such civilian defense counsel, it is Suggested that 
this office be consulted in the matter. 


Jud 


& 


Telephone: WIEGBADEN 8707 


Cy for Sol. Corbin, War Crimes Detachment, Dachau. 





It is hereby stipulated and agreed by and between the 
accused, their counsel and the prosecution, that, the map 
marked "Prosecution's wxhibit No, 3" for identification, is 
a map of a section of land in Germany and Relgium, in the 
vicinity of the toms of Dahlem, rmany, and Nalmedy, stoumont, 
3st. Vith, and Bastogne, Belgium; that it is a fair, and reasonably 
accurate representation on paper of that section of land, with 
the roads, terrain features and other data shown thereon together 
with all entries and notations appearing thereon; that it is 
drawn to scale to make a reasonable reproduction, with added 
features, of portions of map of Central furope 1:100,000, G.s., 
No. 4416, Bonn, Sheet § 1, published by the i 
map of Belgium and nN. F. France, 1;100,000, 526 
MARCHE, Sheet 13, published by the "ar Office 1943. 


) oa ‘ 
Cae Libs LtG4 | 


Trial Judge Advocate 


Obs MS ear» Ch. ME, 
chief Nefense counsel 
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TRANSLATOR'S AFFIDAVIT 


I 320hKG MILLER assigned to War Crimes Branch, United States Army, 
APO 633, as an interpreter, having been duly sworn, depose and state that the attached English translation is 


a true and accurate rendering of the German original of the statement of 


Josef DISTRICH 
28 March 1946 


at Schwiibiseh Hall, Germany, 


WILLIAM R. PERL, lst Lt., M. I. 


taken on 
hefore 
2 


consisting of pages, into English, 


I, the deponent, further state that I speak German and English fluently and am fully qualified as an expert 
German-English interpreter by reason of the following qualifications 
1. German is my native tongue. 


2. I spent the first twenty years of my life in Germany and 
went to elementary and secondary sehool there. 


3. I came to the United States in 1928. 


4. I had twoyears of inglish in secondary school in Germany. 
My other knowledge of English has been derived from study by myself. 


5. I have been married for the past six years to a British 
subject and speak English continually at home. My wife does not 
speak German. 


6. I have been in the United States Army for the past 2-1/2 


years, having been discharged in November 1945 and have been employed 
by tho War Department as a German-inglish interpreter since January 


1946. 
George Bae 


Sworniand subseribed:tobelore'me this * leo day of 


at Schwiibisch Hall, Germany. 





I, Generaloberst and Oberstgruppenfuehrer, Josef 
DIETRI after first duly sworn, state the followi 


Since October 1944, until the capitulaticn on 9 Wey 
1915, I was Supreme Commander of the 6th Panz Army. 


In Varch 1945, this Army was officially renamed to 
6th SS Panzer Army. It was, however, always the same dr 
the name was changed. Among others the lst SS Panzer Korps 
which was command by General Lieutenant PRIES belonged to my 
army. 


The Leibstandarte Adolf Hitler, was a Divi 
just like the Division Hitler Jugend belonged to the lst SS Panzer 
Korps. 


The lst SS Panzer Regiment as well as the combat 
group mentioned which was commanded by Standartenfuehrer Joachim 
FRIFER during the EIFEL offensive 1944 to 1945 belonged to the 
Leibstandarte Adolf Hitler and therewith to the lst SS Panzer Forps, 


I have made this statement voluntarily and out of my 


own free will, uninfluenced by duress, ‘threate, or harsh treatment. 


I swear before God that the fucts in this statement 
are true and I am prepared to repeat them before any court, 


Josef DIETRICH 

Generaloberst and Oberstgruppenfuehrer 
Supreme Commander 

of the 6th SS Panzer Army 

SCHWABISCH HALL, 28 March 1946, 


Witnessed in the presence of; 
WORRIS ELOWITZ 
Civ Investigator 
woB USFET 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 28th 
Gay of March 1946 at SCHWABISCH HALL,Germany. 


WILLIAM. R PERL 
ist Lt, MoI. 0#555149 
Inves tigator-Fxaminer 
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DESCRIPTION OF FROSECUPION'S EXHIBIT NO. 5. 


Prosecution's Exhibit No. 5, is a hood made of cotton cloth, black 
on the outside and gray andyellow on the inside. One and one-half inches 


from the top it is nine inches wide. The bottom is twenty-one incks 


wide and thirteen and one-half inches long. It is sewed at the top and 


down et the sides with the opening at the bottom. 
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TRANSLATOR'S AFFIDAVIT 


i PAUL XETLZER 


assigned to War Crimes Branch, United States Army, 
APO 633, as an interpreter, having been duly sworn, dep nd state that the attached English translation is 


a true and accurate rendering of the German original of the statement of 


Sepp DIZTRICH 
taken on 22 March 1946 


at Schwiihisch Hall, Germany, 


aihvn WILLIAM R. PERL, lst Lt., Me Ie 
consisting Of... pages, into English. 


I, the deponent, further state that I speak German and English fluently and am fully qualified as an expert 


German-English interpreter by reason of the following qualifications: 
le My native tongue is Verman. 
2e I have spoken English for seven years. 


3. I studied English for four years at school in vIENNA, 
Austria. 


4. I lived in mgland from 1939-1940. 


5e I lived in the United States fran 1940 until I left the 
Uniced States with the American Army in May 19). 


64 Since the 4th o1 February 1946, I served as interpreter 
with the War Crimes Branch in Wiesbaden, Wermanys 


a, (iA. 


Paul Reitzer 


ak 


Sworn and subscribed to before me this 3 day of 
at Schwiibisch Hall, Germany. 


Crimes Branch, U 
7 


Lah CMF 





I, Oberstgruppenfuehrer and Generaloberst, Sepp 
DIETRICH, having been first duly sworn, mke the 
following statement: 


During tho EIFEL Offensive in December 1944 and 
January 1945, I was Supreme Commanier of the 6th Panzer 
ArMYs 


On 12 December 1944 a conference with the Fuehrer 
took place in BAD NAUHHIM. All officers up from Divi- 
sional Commander belonging to those units which were to 
be cammitted in the impending AHDENNES Offensive parti- 
cipated in this conference, The Fuehrer gave a three~ 
hour address at this conference. In this, he said among 
other things, that the impending battle must be won by 
all means. The decisive hour of the German people had 
arrived and it was to be or not to bee We would have to 
fight hard and recklessly, The Fuehrer said furthermore 
that we would have to act with brutality and show no 
humane inhibitions. The Fuehrer also said that a wave of 
fright and terror should precede us and that the enemy's 
resistance is to be broken by terrors 


In the order which I issued for the 6th Panzer Army 
for the EIFEL Offensive, due to the talk of the Fushrer, 
I ordered that our troops have to be preceded by a wave 


of terror and tright and that no humane inhibitions should 
be shown. 


I can no longer remember the exact wording but this 
was the sense of the order. 


I ordered further that every resistance is to be 
broken by terrors 


However, I certainly did not order that the prisoners 
of war should be shot. I didn’t mention prisoners of war 


at all, Whoever claims anything of the sort is speaking 
the untruth} 


I have made this statement voluntarily and of my own 
free will, not having been influenced by threats, force or 
duress, or promises of any kind. 


I swear to God that the facts which I have set forth 
in this statement are true and I am prepared to repeat same 
before any court of justice. 


(signed) Sepp DIETRICH 
Generaloberst Oberstgruppenfuehrer 


22 March 1946 6th Panzer army 
Witnessed: ” 


(signed) RAPHAEL SHUMACKER 
Capt CMP 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 
twenty-second day of March 1946 at 
SCHWASISCH HALL, GiMANY 

WILLIAM HK. PERL 

ist Lt. MI. 0-555149 

Investigator-Exeminer 

War Crimes Branch User 
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TRANSLATOR'S AFFIDAVIT 


! bes wid ALLE i ned to War Crimes Branch, United States Army, 
APO 633, as an interpreter, having been duly sworn, d e and state that the attached English translation is 


a true and ac ate rendering of the German original of the statement of 


Joachim PEIPER 
taken on 28 March 1946 at Schwithisch Ha 
oer WILLIAM R, PERL, let Lt., M.T. 


consisting of ....3...... pages, into English, 


I, the deponent, further state that I speak German and English fluently and am fully qualified as an expert 


German-English interpreter by reason of the following qualifications 


1. Gorman is sy netive tongue. 


ee J spent the first twenty years of wy Life in Oermeny and wert to 
elewentary and seoundary school there. 


3+ 1 came to the United States in 1926, 


he I tw! tec yours of English in Gacondery schocl in Gerrany. Ww other 
kneviedge of Mnylish bas been derived from atudy by cyeulf. 


5. i've been enrriec for the post 84x yeare to @ British eubjeot end 
Spesk Engiish continually et hom. i wife doen not apesk GUEMAN . 


Ge I beve been in the United States Aray for the past 2-1/2 years, 
having been diecherges in November 1945 and have boun employed by the Ker 
Lepartupnt a9 @ Gersan-Loglish interjee ter since January 19h6, 


Sworn and subscribed to before me this 2 day of 


at Schwiibisch Hall, Germany. 





worn state: 


During the EIFEL offensive in December 1944 and Jan 1945, 
Iwas commander of the lst SS Panzer Reg nt L.SS.A.H. as well as 
leader of the Armored group which was under my command. 


At that time my Armored Group belonged to the Leibstandarte 
Adolf Hitler. The official name of the L.S + was the lst SS Ranzer 
Division L.SS.A, The commander of the lst Panzer Division L.SS.A.H. 
was at that time SS Oberfuehrer Willibald MOHNID, 


The lst SS Panzer Division L.SS.A.H. belonged at that time 
to the lst SS Panzer Korps, which at that time was under the command 
of SS Gruppenfuehrer General Lieutenant FRIFSS, 


The lst Fanzer Korps belonged at that time to the 6th 
Panzer Army which was under the command of SS Obers tgruppenfuehrer 
and Generaloverst Sepp(Josef) DIETRICH, 


The 6th Arny was generally called by us 6th SS Panzer 
Army, however I believe that the name 6th SS Penzer Army was only 
later adopted officially, 


I have made this statement voluntarily and of my own 
will, uninfluenced by duress, threats, or harsh treatment, and unin- 
fluenced by promises of any kind. 


I sweer before God that the facts stated in this statement 
are true and I am prepared to repeat them, under cath, at any time 
before any court, 


(signed) Joachim HRIEER 
SS Standartenfuehrer 
2811121946. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 
twenty eight dsy of March 1946 at 
SCHWABISCH HALL,Germany, 


WILLIAM R rRAL 

Ist Lt. Mele 0-555149 
Investigator- Examiner 
Wer Crimes Branch, 
USFET 
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TRANSLATOR'S AFFIDAVIT 


I, yeorge Miller assigned to-War Grimes Branch, United States Army, 
APO 633, as an interpre 





having been duly sworn, depose.and state that the attached English translation is 


a true and accurate rendering of the German original of the statement of 

Fritz Ludwig Karl KRABIER 
taken on 20 Apral 1946 at Schwiibisch Hall, Germany, 
before ..Willdem R. Perl, lst Lt., Mol, 


consisting of pages, into English, ° 


I, the deponent, further state that I speak German and English fluently and am fully qualified as an expert 


German-English interpreter by reason of the following qualifications: 


1. Gorman 40 my native tongue. 


2- I spent the first trenty years of my Life in Germany dni «ent to 
elerentery ond secondary sehool there. 


e I cume to the United States in 1928. 


4. I hed two years of siglish in secondary school in Germany. My other 
knowledge of nglish has been derived from study by myself. 


5- J hove been married for the past six years to « Britioh subject and 
Speak sng.ish continually at home. My wife does not speak German. 


6. J have been in the United States army for the past 2012 years, 


heving been discharged in Bovember 1945 ana have been employed by the var lg 
Ve atment e8 4 Gelmanq-inglien interpreter since January 1946. 4 


ad Cfecl 





Sworn aud subscribed to before me this 402. dey of L494 E- 


at Schwiibisch Hall, Germany. 


P84 7p hal Yiicmeachtd 
ee Corfth . cP 





I, Fritz Indwig Karl KRAEMER, being first duly sworn, state 
as follows; 


Since the 16th Novembor 194) I was Chief of Staff of the 6th 
a Army which was generally called 6th SS +z Army, his functicn i 
exercised therefore, during tue »pre aration of tne anVENNES offensive, 
and during the ARDENNES offensive, which started on the 16th December 
1944 and lasted until approximately the 20th January 1945. I held this 
function as Chief of Staff of the 6th Pz Army until the capitulation 
in May 1945. In November and December 19h, and January 1945 my rank 
was SS Brigadefuehrer and Generalmajor of the Waffen SS, SS Brigade- 
fuehrer as well as Generalma jor are the lowest General ranks. In 
April 1945 I was promoted by one rank and became SS Gruppenfuehrer 
and General-lieutenant of the Waffen SS, Throughout this entire period 
the SS Oberstgruppenfuehrer and Generaloberst of the Waffen SS,Ober- 
befehlshaber (Commander in Chief:Trans note) of the 6th Pz Army,Sepp 
DIETRICH, was my inmediate superior, 


In my capacity as Chief of Staff of the 6th f army, it was 
among other things, my task to draft orders of the 6th Pz Army, which 
went to its subordinate units, and have them prepared and subsequently 
presented for signature to the Oberbefehls haber Oberstgruppenfuehrer 
DIETRICH, 


All orders which originated from the 6th SS Pz Army had to go 
through my hands, 


Prior to the EIFEL offensive 1944, a large Army order went to 
the carps under me, among them also to the lst SS Pz Corps, which was 
under the command of SS Gruppenfuehrer and General-lieutenant of the 
Waffen SS PRIESS, Also a number of simller orders went to the Carps, 
naturally, also to the let SS Pz Corps, 


The large order of attack which contained all tactical and teche 
nical details and in my estimation comprised about 30 typed pages went 
t o the Corps between the 6th and 10th of December 19h . Apert from 
other smaller arders also an order of the day went to the Corps immed- 
jdately prior to the offensive -- I believe it waa on the 14,12,19\h-- 
which was to be read and made known to the troops only immediately 
prior to the offensive, 


The most important orders were signed personally by Oberst- 
gruppenfuehrer Sepp DIETRICH, In any case, the large attack order and 
the order of the day mentioned previously to be made known to the troops 
only immediately prior to the offensive, were signed by him, 


This order of the day which was to be made known to the troops 
prior to the offensive went from us to the Corps, from the Corps to 
the Divisions and from there further cn down, This was either done 
byus, that is the 6th Pz Army - reproducing the order and delivering 
the copies to the Corps or else that the Corps reproduced the original 
order, 


In case we ourselves did not send copies to the Corps, the Corps 
too might simply have read the order to the commanders under it, 
whereby the commenders could have taken notes in order to be able to 
pass it on to the troops. 


However, it is also possible that the army itself prepared the 
copies and sent them to the Corps, 


pet 





In all tactical orders, also in the large attack order, as well 
as in the order of the day, it was also stated among other things that 
the MAAS had to be reached as quickly as possible, I stated at first in 
my oral interrogation that it also read in this order that one should 
not be concerned about prisoners of war. In an oral interrogation after- 
wards, I then stated that it read in this order that the leading elements 
should not bring in any prisoners of war, However, I state hereto in 
writing that it was the meaning of this paragraph of this order that 
the leading units mist not delay themselves with the evacuation of 
prisoners of war because this was the task left to the units following 
up. 


The combat group under the command of Oberstf,J,FZIFER, was 
such ea forward unit, Fa the commitment of this combat unit PEIPER, 
the Army is not responsible, 


This happened by order of the 1st SS Pz Corps, or the lst SS 
Pz Div. ISSAH, Furthermore, it was said that the enemy who was east 
of the MAAS aust be destroyed. In an order I no longer recall which 
one,it was, it also read that the expected terror of the civilian 
population was to be broken by force. I no longer know whether it said 
here that the terror of the civilian population was to be broken by 
terror, Anyhow, violent masures were recommended for this. I know for 
certain that in the order of the day, it stated among other things 
that every man must commit himself ruthlessly with his whole self. It 
is possible that it read in the order of the day made known to the troops 
that it should be fought in the old SS spirit, 


I know that Oberstgruppenfuehrer Sepp DIETRICH upon his return 
from the conference with the Fuehrer, left our Headquarters for a short 
time to look up General PRIESS of the lst SS Pz Corps, to give instr- 
uc tions, 


It is unknown to me what sort of instruction it was Oberste 
geruppenfuehrer DIETRICH gave General HRIESS orally. 


I made this statement voluntarily and of my own will,uninfluenced 
by duress, threats or harsh treatment and uninfluenced by promises of 
any kind. 


I swear before God that the statements which I made in this 
deposition are true and am prepared to repeat same under oath before any 
court, 


Fritz Ludwig Kerl KRAEMER 
SS.Gruppenfuehrer and General-Lieutenant 
of the Waffen SS, 
10 April 1946, 
Witness: 
HOMER B CRAWFORD 
Lt Col.Air Corps. 
Sworn to and subscribed to before me this 
10th day of April 1946, at Schwabisch Hall, 
Germany. 


WILLIAM R PERL, 

Ist Lte MoI. 0-555149 
Tnves tigetor~Exaniner 
WE, UFET, 
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| TRANSLATOR'S AFFIDAVIT 


1 Walter A,Hart assigned to: War Crimes Branch, United States Army, 
APO 633, as an interpreter, having been duly sworn, depose and state that the attached English translation is 


a true and accurate rendering of the German original of the ent of 
Sepp DIETRICH 
taken on 11. april..1946,. at Schwiihiseh Hall, Germany, 


before WILLIAM.R..PERL, 1st Lt. M1. 


consiéting of 3-0. pages, into English. 


I, the deponent, further state that I speak German and English fluently and am fully qualified as an expert 


German-English interpreter by reason of the following qualifications 


1. W native tongue is German, 
2. I studied English for seven years in school in Berlin,Germanys 


3e I lived in England from 1935 to 1937 and in the United States 
from 1937 to 194k. 


4s From March 1944 to November 1945, I served as an interpreter 
with the office of Military Government, 


5e Since 3 December 1945 I have been assigned to the War Crimes 
Branch,UeS.F.E.T. a8 a civilian German-English interpreter, 


Sworn and subsctibed to before me this &O. day of : LIth 
at Schwitbisch Hall, Germany. 





I, Oberstgruppenfuehrer and Generaloberst Sepp DIETRICH, being 
duly sworn state the following: 


The present Gruppenfuehrer and General-Lieutnant of the Waffen SS 
Fritz Ludwig Karl KRAEMER, was from November 1944 until 10 May 1%5 
Chief of Staff of the 6th Panzer Army, Before and during the ARDENNES 
offensive his rank was Brigadefuehrer and Generalmajor of the Waffen 
ss. 


All orders which were issued by the 6th Panzer Army either 
originated from him or were prepared on his orders, All orders which 
were submitted to me for signature went through the hands of ny Chief 
of Staff Brigadefuehrer KRAEMER. 


When before the beginning of the ARDENNES offensive Icame back 
from the conference with the Fuehrer I briefly informed Brigadefuehrer 
KRAEMER of the speech and intentions of the Fuehrer, 


I believe that the order which was to be read to the troops immed- 
iately before the beginning of the offensive was drawn up and signed by 
me immediately after my above described short meeting with Brigade- 
fuehrer KRAEMER, therefore probably on the 13th December 19h. 


On the early morning of the 15th or 16th December 1944 I do not 
recall the exact date any more, it was e short time before the beginn- 
ing of the offensive, I visited the Commanding General of the lst SS 
Panzer Korps, General Ieutnant PRIESS at his command post. There I 
discussed with him the method of the commitment, 


I heave made this statement volunterily and of wy own will unin- 
fluenced by force, threats or duress, and wiinfluenced by promises of 
any kind, 


I swear before God that the statements in this deposition are 
true and I am prepared to repeat same before any court under oath, 


(signed) Sepp DIETRICH 
Generaloberst -Oberstgruppenfuehrer 
11 april 1946, 


Witnessed in the presence of: 
MORRIS ELOWITZ 

Civilian Examiner 

WCB USYET 


Sworn to and subscribed to before me this 
llth day of April 1946, at S chwabisch Hall, 
Germany. 


WILLIAM R PERL 

lst Lt. Mele 0555149 
Inves tiga tor-Exeminer 
War Crimes Branch USFET, 
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TRANSLATOR'S AFFIDAVIT 


1, desepe Sircehbaun assigned to War Crimes Branch, United States Army, 
APO 633, as an interpreter, having been duly sworn, depose and state that the attached English translation is 


w true and accurate rendering of the German original of the statement of 


Hermann PRIESS 


taken on 46 April 1946 at Schwiibisch Hall, Germany, 
hefore RObert E. Byrne, lst Lt., JAGD 


consisting of «4 pages, into English. 


deponent, further state that I speak German and English fluently and am fully qualified as an expert 


glish interpreter by reason of the following qualifications: 
wy mut bow 2x is German. 
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Since Junuary i946, I havh been apeigned to the War vrices brenoh, 
Covebeicke af siviilian Qemane nglish tater reter. 
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Sworn and subscribed to before me this 9... day of 


at Schwiibisch Hall, Germany. 
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I, Hermann PRIESS, Generalleutenant of the Waffen SS, 
having been duly sworn upon oath make the following statement: 


In December 1944 I was the commanding general of the I SS 
Panzer Korps. Under my command were two SS Panzer Divisions, 
2 Volksgrenadier Divisions, and 1 Paratroop Division. The two 
SS Divisions were: 1st SS Panzer Division "Leibstandarte Adol1 
Hitler" under the command of SS Oberfuehrer MOHNKE and 12th SS 
Panzer Division "Hitler Jugend® under the command of SS Standart- 
enruehrer KHAAS. My Korps was attached to the 6th Panzer Amye 
The commanding general was SS Oberstgruppenfuehrer and General- 
oberst of the Waffen SS DIETRIDH, Josef. On the llth orl2th 
Decembe: 1944 I was ordered to oAD-NAUHEIM, and there a speech 
of the fuehrer took place. I remember with certainty that at 
this speech SS Oberstgruppeniuehrer Sepp DIMTRICH and SS Ober- 
tuchrer MOHNK« were present. The Fuehrer spoke tor avout two 
hours. The Fuehrer saia to us that in the coming offensive the 
tate or Germany would be decided. I am not now avle to remember 
any longer ail the details of the speech ot the Fuehrer, but I do 
know that it concerned itself exclusively avout the coming of- 
fensive in the west which laver on was known as the "EIPEL of- 
fensive*. The part of the speech of the Fuehrer in which he 
occupied himself with terror methods, as far as I remembe: now 
was when he said to us, “Terror is to be met with terro.. Any 
resistance is to be broken ruthlessly." The Fuehrer did not 
explain what he meant by “terror." I interpreted the phrase of 
the Fuchrer, referring to terror as meaning that the enemy air 
attacks on the German civilian population should finally be 
avenged. I considered uhe speech of the Fuehrer as propaganda 
which preceded the dfensive and did not conclude from it that 
the fihting methods on the western front should be changed. 
Several days before the start of the “EIYEL Offensive" I re- 
ceived the Field Order and shortly befare the start of the at- 
tack the Order of the Day from the headquarters of the 6th Panzer 
army. I transmitted the part of the field onder which concerned 
the divisions to the respective divisions, and the Order of the 
Day, to all division commanders under my command to be read to 
all troops. I remember that these two orders said that we had to 
push through ruthlessly to the MAAS; that every man had to give 
his vest and tliat terror had to be mt by terror. I do not re 
member at this time anything in the two orders of the 6th Panzer 
Army stating that a wave of fear ami terror should precede our 
troops. However, it is possible that the orders containesd such a 
vemark, but at this time I do not remembes it. I interpreted those 
remarks concerning ruthlessness, use of terror, etc. as propaganda 
in the same manne: as I did the speech of the Fuehrer in BaD 
NAUHEIM and I did not believe that through that there would be any 
irregularity in sighting methods. I also assumed that my civiaion 
commanders understood ma interpretea those remarks as I did, 


On the afternoon of 15th December 1944, I spoke at my C.P. in 
SCHMIUIHsIM to the coumanuing officers of the aivance elements and, 
I believe, to the vivision commanders. Due to the fact that 
several commanders arrived late and I immediately thereupon had to 
go to another meeting, my speech was very short. I published the 





Order a the Day of SS Oberstgruppenfuehrer DIETRICH and 
reminded each commander briefly on his mission aud on his 
duty. 


I me this statement consisting of 4 pages voluntarily, 
without coercion, threats, or promises of reward. 


(signed) Hermann PRIESS 
Generalltn. ot the Waffen SS 
16 April 1946 


Subscribed and swarn to 
before me this 16th day 
O& April 1946 


(signed) Robert E. BiRNE 
lst Lt. JaGD 


Witnessed in the presence of 
(signed) Morris ELOWwITZ 


Civilian Examimr 
WCB, USFEr 
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TRANSLATOR'S AFFIDAVIT 


! assigned to War Crimes Branch, United States Army 


APO 633, us an interpreter, having heen duly sworn, de e and state that the attached English translation is 


4 true and accurate rendering of the German origmal of the statement of 
JOACHIM PELPER 
taken on 21.iderch. 1946 at Schwiibisch Hall, Germany 


hefore WILLIAM.R, PERL, 1st Litis.s...MZ.4 
consisting of ..9 pages, into English, 


I, the deponent, further state that [ speak German and English fiently and am fully qualified as'an expert 


German-English interpreter by reason of the following qualifications: 


yours. 
your's at evhwol ia y 


2 
fran ly3 Pho. 


in tee 7 fra ’ watil 7 left the 
(oe «marion irey in may 29Rh. 


be 884 oF Pebruary 2046 aiovas eo Autergrater = 
ruse ia j i BY ae 


* Ae 
Sworn and subscribed to before me this ©7© day of 
at Schwitbisch Hall, Germany. 


Crimes Branch, 





I, SS Standartenfuehrer Joachim PRIPER, make the following statement 
under oath, after being first duly sworn, 


During the EIFEL offensive, in December 194, I was SS Oberaturmbann- 
fuehrer and Commander in charge of the Armored Group. 


I, myself, was notified only very late about the particulers of the 
coming campaign, and I could nct influence the preparation of this offensive, 


About the 12th of December(194h) in the vicinity of KOLLN, a meeting 
with the fuehrer took place at which all commanders down to Division comm- 
anders participated. I did not participate at this meeting. I do not know 
what orders were issued there, I only know that the fuehrer made a three- 
hour address, Until the 10th December, I had not the slightest idea in which 
direction our offensive would take place. On the ljth December 1944 I was 
ordered to the Division Command Post which was located in BLANKENHEIM, where 
I had but a short conversation with the Division Commander - Oberfuehrer 
MOHNKE. The field order and the other material such as maps, disposition of 
the enemy etc., I received from the Ia of the Division, SS Obersturmbannfuehrer 
ZIEMSSEN, I did not read the material given me at the Divisional Command 
post because I was in a hurry, and was also in a bad mood because I disagreed 
with the entire preparation for the undertaking which looked highly defective 
to mm, 


I then returned on the same day to my command post which was located 
in a forester's house in the BLANKENHEIMER woods, ‘irst I ordered my 
Adjutant Hauptsturmufuebrer Hans GRUHLZE, to call a commanders' meeting for 
the same day,for about 1600 hours. This left me about two hours which I 
used to study the material handed to m at the Division, The very first 
impression of the terrain which I got, with the aid of the maps, reassured 
my opinion that it was a desperate undertaking. 1 can remember that in 
this material, among other things, was an order of the 6th SS Panzer Army, 
with the contents that considering the desperate situation of the German 
people, a wave of terror and fright should precede our troops. Also this 
order pointed out that the German soldier should in this offensive recall 
the innumerable German victims of the bombing terror. Furthermore, it was 
stated in this order that the enemy resistance had to be broken by terror. 
Also, I ani nearly certain that in this order it was expressly stated that 
prisoners of war mst be shot where the local conditions of combat should 
80 require it. 


This order was incorporated into the regimental order which was 
drawn up on my command by Hauptsturmfuehrer GRUHLE, based on the material 
ha nded to us, 


Close to 1600 hours, the Commanders' meeting took place at which 
the following persons participated: Myself,Sturmbannfuehrer Werner POETSCHKE, 
Sturmbannfuehrer(then Hauptsturmfuebrer) Josef DIEFENTHAL, Sturnbannfuehrer 
Gustav KNITTEL, (although he arrived a little late), Obersturmbannfuehrer 
HARDIECK, Sturmbannfuehrer Dr SICKEL, Hauptsturmfuehrer OTTO, and I believe 
also the Major who commanded the Anti-aircraft Battalion attached to me. 
In addition Hauptsturmfuehrer GRUHLE was at least temporarily present. At 
this meting I did not mention anything that prisoners of war should be 
shot when local conditions of combat should so require it because those 
present were all experienced officers to whom this was obvious, 


In the meantime the Regimental orders were written and were picked 
up by the battalions either during the night, or on; the following day» 
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It is possible although I don't know for sure, that the para~ 
greph of the regimental orders which dealt with the prisoners of war, 
and was taken from the Army order without receiving any additions, was 
not sent to the battalions in writing, but for reasons of security was 
only looked at at the regiment, and remained there to avoia this order 
falling into enemy hands. 


The above Army order about which I have just talked, was 
signed by SS Oberstgruppenfuehrer and Generaloberst Sepp DIETRICH, 


I know however, that the order to use brutality was not given 
by Sepp DIETRICH out of his own initiative but that he only acted along 
the lines which the fuehrer expressly laid down, 


When I was received on 1) December 1944 by Division Commander, 
Oberfuehrer MOHNEE, he told me that he was present at the meeting with 
the fuehrer and that on orders of the fuehrer, it had tc be fought with 
special brutality. Whether at this occasion Oberfuehrer MOHNKE used: the 
word "brutality" or something similar I don't know any longer, at least 
this was. the sense of it, Oberfuehrer MOHNKE also said that the fuehrer 
stated :"It has to be fought without humane inhibitions, and one should 
remember the victims of the bombing terror {| " . Oberfuehrer \OHNIE 
also said at this occasion that the fuehrer spoke excellently = three 
full hours - and that he had expressed the fullest confidence far 
victory, After the fuehrer's address as Oberfuehrer NOHNIE told me, 
only Field Marshal MODEL gave a "Sieg Heil" to the Fuehrer- nobody else 
spoke, On the morning of 15 December 1944,I was at the command post of 
the lst SS Panzer Corps, where the Commanding General SS Gruppenfuehrer 
General Lieutenant PRIESS spoke in front of all Regimental commanders 

and commanders of independent units under him. Independent units have 
at least the size of a battalion but they are not under a regiment but 
directly under division, 


At this meeting about 30 commanders and leaders of independent 
units participated, Among others I saw SKORZENY there for the first 
time, From my Panzer Group only Sturmbannfuehrer Gustav KNITTEL was 
present, with the exception of myself, General Lieutenant FRIESS, in 
his speech stated substantially the same as Oberfuehrer MOHNK® had 
conveyed to me on the previous day. General Lieutenant PRIESS spoke 
about the meeting with the fuehrer and he also said that on orders of 
the fuehrer,to fight with reckless brutality and hardness, Here also 

I don't know the exact wording, but I am nearly certein that General 

Lieutenant PRIESS used the words as they were in the Army order when 

he talked about the manner in which to treat the enemy and fight him, 
Anyhow, out of his words emerged that we had to fight with brutality 

and that this was the expressed wish of the fuehrer, 


I wake these statements voluntarily and out of my own free will, 
uninfluenced by pressure, threats, harsh treatment or promises of any 
kind, I swear before God that these statements which I made are true 
and I am prepared to repeat them under oath before any court, 


(signed) Joachim FEIPER 
SS Standartenfuehrer 
21, 3. 1946. 


witnessed: 
RAPHAEL SHUNMACKER 
Capt, CMP 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 
2lst day of March 1946, at SCHWABISCH HALL,Ger, 


WILLIAM R PERL 
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TRANSLATOR’'S AFFIDAVIT 


igned to War Crimes Bratich, United States Army, 


APO 633, as an interpreter, having been duly sworn, depose and state that the attached English translation is 


a true and a e rendering of the German original of the statement of 
FRANZ SIEVERS 


taken on 25..February 1945 at Schwiibisch Hall, Ge 


Captain RAPHAEL’ SHUMACKER 


before 


/ 
consisting of «YE. paged, into English. 


I, the de further state that I speak German and English fluently aid am fully qualified as an expert 
German-English interpreter by reason of the following qualifi 
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Department 


GEORGE M ix 
WZ ee DB 


Sworn and subscribed to before me this «7... day of 


at Schwiibisch Hall, Germany, 


‘ar Crimes Branch, 





On December 15 1944, I received in a forester's 
house or hunting castle, in the woods near BLANKiNHsIM, 
at a Company Commander's meeting, the order "If it is 
necessary ani the situation necessitates it, take no 
prisoners of war.® 


The Company Commanders of the first battalion were 
present at this meting, furthermore, a Hauptsturmfuehrer 
of the Secona Company of the 501 (Section Koenigstiger). 
Only I was present from my company. 


Franz SIEVERS 
25 February 1946 


Sworn to and subscribed before me, this 


25th day of February 1946 at SGHWABISCH 
HALL, GER. . 


(Signed) RAPHAML SHUMACKIR 
Capt CMP 
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TRANSLATOR'S AFFIDAVIT 


eorze M e 
I jeorge Miller assigned to War Crimes Branch, United States Army, 


APO 633, a» an interpreter, having heen duly sworn, depose and state that the attached English transtation is 


4 true and accurate rendering of the German original of the statement of 


Arndt FISCHER 


taken on 31 March 1946 


at Schwiibisch Hall, Germany, 


before WILLIAM R, PERL, lst Lt., M. I. 


consisting of ...9 pages into English, 
and 1 sketc 
1, the deponent, further state that I speak German and Eng fluently and am fully qualified as an expert 


German-English interpreter by reason of the following qualifications 


1. seTman igs my native. tongue. 


&- I spent the first twenty years of my life in jermany and 
went to elementary and secondary school there. 


3- I came to the United states in 1928, 


4. I bad two years of English in secondary school in sermany. 
My other knowledge of English has been 4erive? from study by myself. 


5. I have been married for the past mix years to a 8ritish 
Subject and speak English continually at home. My wife does not 
Speak German. 


6. I have been in the United States Army for the past 2-1/2 
years, having been discharged in November 1945 and have been employed 


by the War Department as a German-English interpreter since January 
1946. 


George M1 


Sworn and subscribed to before me this # day of 
at Schwiibisch Hall, Germany. 
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n February until Febru 
ation camp BUCHENWALD with an interrupti 
during which I was assigned to the concentration 
BERLIN, At the end of ruary 1940 1 was 
Totenkopfverbande to the east. 
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I was continually in 1 t hinterland » I was first 
pupil. From Februsry 1941 wi & teacher in sever 33 school 
tured tactical su 


te the bbs 


ffensive fi 


om December 1 until January 1945, I was Adjutant of 
the lst Battalion of the Panzer Regiment I,"LSSAH", 


On December 15,194 in a forester's house in BLA 
written regimental order was handed to me by tuf Hens 
Adjutant of the SS lanzer Regiment I, "iS: 


In this regimental order handed to me by Hstuf Hans GRUHLE 
amongst other things it read that a wave of fear and terror was to 
precede our troops and that the resistance of the enemy was to be 
broken by terror. 


Furthermore it said in this regimental order that where the 
military situation-should absolutely necessitate it, to shoot prisoners 
of war, After receiving the regimental order, without adding anything 
I had this order copied anew, and changed the heading hereby from: 


Pz Regt. I. "LSSAH" 
to I./(mixed) SS Pz Ret I, "iS: 


On the same day also, on the 15th of December 1944, a conference 
took place in the same forester's house at which Stubaf PUETSCHKE 
Commander of the I.e/(mixed) SS Pz Rgt I, "ISSAH", also issued the same 
order to the company commanders. I also took part at this conference 
but I was not continuously in the room. However at the time Stubaf 
POBTSCHEE spoke about that we should not take any prisoners where the 
military situation absolutely required it, FORTSCHME also declared 
hereby that this order was a secret order, 


In my capacity as Adjutant of the 1./(mixed) SS Ty Ret I, 
“ISSAN*® immediately after this conference, I had requested the officers 
who belonged to our battalion to sign the order which was retyped from 
regimental order to battalion order described above, 


As far as I recall this signature was rendered am the reverse 
side of this described regimental order. The paragraph which I had 
written with the typewriter read approximtely thuss 


"Ackuowledge order on reverse side," 
Anyhow, this was the exact meaning of the first sentence of the paragraph 
added by me. These words quoted here with quotation marks were then 


followed by a pled that the contemits of this order ware being kept 


p-/3 4 
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replace, 
Table. 


room 3 stood several objects which I don't recall any longer, 
Already in the afternoon on the 17th December 1944 at the entrance of 
ENGELSDORF, Iwas wounded and wi thdrew from action, 


I put down this statement voluntarily and out of my own will, 
uninfluenced by fore ats, or harsh treatment, and uninfluenced 
by promises of reward of any ki 

I swear before God that t¢ n®which I mede in this 
matter are true end I am prepared to r speat these under oath before 
any court. 


(signed) Arndt FISCt 
SS Unters turn 
31 March 1946, 
Sworn to end subscribed before 
me this jlst day of March 19) 
at Schwabisch Hall,Germany, 
WILLIAM R PERL 
ist Lt. MoI. Q555149 
Inves tigator-Examiner WCE ,US 





EXTRACT OF LEGEND FROM STATEMENT OF 
Aradt FISCHER 


Dated 31 March 1946 


(3rd paragraph page 2) 


For better understanding of this statement I have prepared a 
sketch which I mark "A" attached hereto, The symbols on this 
sketch represent: 


Room of the Regimental and Battalion Commander. 
Room in which I had the order signed, 

Regiment and Battalion C.P. 

Entrance, 

Easy Chairs or Chairs, 

Table on which I had the order signed. 

Bench, 

Fireplace, 

Table. 
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TRANSLATOR’S AFFIDAVIT 


1 ne wie VE os assigned to War Crimes Branch, United States Army, 


APO 633, as.an interpreter, having been duly sworn, de pose and state that the attached English translation is 


a true and accurate rendering of the German original of the statement of 

Hans Hennecke 
takenon Al. 1446 
before OWIGH F.. FANTON, MAJOR QMC 


consisting of £ pages, into English. 
and 1 sketch 


I, the deponent, further state that I speak German and English fluently and am fully qualified 


at Schwiibisch Hall, Germany 


as an expert 
inglish interpreter by reason of the following qualifications 


ative tongue: inglish. 
faa born 3 June 1°19 and lesrned 
rOverness from 1924 to 19z90, 
tudied in German ape 
LEN, rz 
the use and 
rofesaor 
i aryland 3 
38 Ven, sem ere of Gerr ori gua ce literature in 
aD “ » at HAVERFOR P f m 1937 to 41. 
Lived in “unich, Germany, Maye 
ermen lariguage gi.d literature at 
June t sep tember. 
nes December 1945 I have served wth war cr ranch, 
USFRT, as a German-English interpreter. 


Rolod €. Held ji. 
Sworn and subscribed to before me this ~~ of Pitchaananes 1¢¢4 


at Schwiibisech Hall, Germany. 


War Crimes Branch/ USFET 
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I, Hans HENNECKE, Untersturmfuehrer, make the following 
statement under oath: 


I am 23 years old. I live in WAVEN in MICKLENBURG. In 
December 1944, I was Untersturmfuehrer of the lst Company SS Panzer 
Regiment 1, LSSAH. On December 16 1944, we left the forest in 


BLANKENHEIM and went to SCHMIDTHEIM. This was the complete (PEIPER) 
combat team. 


About 8:00 A. Me, the Company Commanders were called to 
a conference in the Regimental CP, in the forester's house at 
SCHMIDTHEIM. I accompanied Obersturmfuehrer KREMSER, Commander of 
the lst Company, to the Regimental OP, for I had to fetch a map for 
myself. We entered the CP together and sat down in an ante-room, 
of which I made a sketch which I attach hereto. Sitting in this room 
were Obersturmfuehrer RUMPF, Untersturmfuehrer KRAMM, Obersturmfuehrer 
KREMSER, Obersturmfuehrer JUNKER, Obersturmfuehrer VOEGLER, Haupt- 
sturmfuehrer KLINGELHOEFER and many others whose names I no longer 
recall. An officer whom I no longer remember read to us the plan 
of march,and we all made entries on our maps. After I had been in 
the room a half an hour, the door from Room "A" opened (as indicated 
on attached sketch), and Hauptsturmfuehrer GRUHLE, Regimental Adjutant, 
came from Room "A" into Room "B" (as indicated on my sketch). When 
I heard the door open, I turned around and saw Standartenfuehrer 
PEIPER sitting behind a table with his face turned towards the door 
(as indicated on my sketch), and GRUHLE went through our room, went 
out, returned after a few minutes and went into Room "A" where I had 
seen Standartenfuehrer PEIPER. Five to ten minutes iater, the Company 
Commanders were called to Room "A" for a conference by somebody whom 
I cannot recall today. Standartenfuehrer PHIPER was the only person 
whom I saw in the room. I did not see him go out. Before Obersturm- 
fuehrer KREMSER entered the room for the Company Commanders’ confer- 
ence, he told me to go back to the Company, to assemble the Platoon 
leaders and Tank Commanders there, and to wait for him there. I did 
this. 30 to 45 minutes later, KREMSER returned to where our tanks 
were standing, where I had assembled the Platoon leaders and Tank 
Commanders, as he had ordered me to. Obersturmfuehrer KREMSER said: 
"I have just come from a conference with the Regimental Commander, 
and have instructions to refer you again to hie order to drive on 
recklessly, to give no quarter and to take no prisoners. When you 
go back now, repeat this to your men." We then returned to our tanks. 


This was the second time that Obersturmfuehrer KREMSER 
gave us this order. On the 15 December 1944, as our Company was 
lying in the BLANKENHEIM forest, Obersturmfuehrer KREMSER spoke before 
the whole company, about 3:00 O'clock, about the order to drive on 
recklessly, to give no quarter and to take no prisoners. Early in 
the morning of the same day, Obersturmfuehrer KREMSER said to me 
that he had to go to a conference. He returned from this conference 
around Noon. 


I was present when Obersturmfuehrer KREMSER spoke to the 
Company in the afternoon. He saidy "We must succeed in breaking 
through in this offensive. Think of the bombing attacks. Think of 
your parents, of your brothefs and sisters. It will be one reckless 
drive. We must give no quarter. NO prisoners are to be taken. 
Later the same day, Obersturmfuehrer KREMSER summoned the Tank Com- 
manders, and with the Platoon leaders we sat around the camp fire. 
Obersturmfuehrer KREMSER said, “When you go back to your tanks, ‘ 
repeat PEIPER'S order to your men. The men must know that exactly. 
The order which is mentioned here is the order concerning the handling 
of prisoners of war in this offensive. ines 

« EA 


Puke 


Qu) a 





In our regiment, among all the officers, non-coms and men, 
the order which Obersturmfuehrer KREMSER gave was not known as 
anything else but "The order" of Standartenfuehrer PEIPER. It 
was always called "Peiper's order", and this was well known in the 
lst SS Panzer Division LSSAH. Everybody knew that by that it was 
Meant to shoot prisoners of war. 


After KREMSER gave us this order, we returned to our 
crews. I went to the camp fire where the crew of Oberscharfuehrer 
SKOTZ and another crew were, and repeated the order given to us by 
Obersturmfuehrer KREMSER, which was the order about the shooting of 
prisoners of war. 


I make this statement of my own free will. I was not forced 
and no promises were made to me. 


(Signed) Hane Hennecke. 
ll - 1 = 1946. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me 

this llth Day of January 1946, 

at SCHWABISCH HALL, Germany. 8 
(Signed) DWIGHT F, FANTON, Major GMC.,: 


Investigator-Examiner, 
War Crimes Branch USFET. 
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. » being first duly 


» nachdem ich erst recit- 
mipig eingeschworen wurde, muche die folgende Aussage unter Eid 


The vbove two photographs are photogrephs of the same_¢ SARER 
PEPE Recooowion.mentioned by me in my affidavit, dated...01..Tamdacy. “946... 


af igen ganel Photographien sind Photographien desselbigenstauc(avtenP ahve: 


eA . von mir in meiner eidesstattlichen Aussage genannt, 
nC 17 eat : 


AAA) Aire C he 
First Name (Vorname) Last Name (Zaname) 


Mlhuter huvvaf cher 
Rank (Dienstgrad) 


divin... 44 pan dev Reine td py 
Organization daring Eifel Offensive 
Einheit wahrend des Eifel-Einsatzes 
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